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Until today every year 20 million abortions are
taking place worldwide under illegalised and
insecure conditions - the result is that at least
70.000 women die every year because of such an
operation. Until today population programmes
exist, which forbid or force the pregnancy of
certain groups of women. While abortion is
forbidden in over a hundred countries of the world,
population politics with forced abortions or forced
sterilizations are pulled through at the same time.
At the expense of the right to self-determination
for women.

Today, in most of Europe (except Andorra and
Malta), the law permits abortion in order to save
the woman's life. And abortion is permitted in the
majority of countries for a number of other reasons
as well, like to preserve physical or mental health,
rape and incest, fetal impairment, economic and
social reasons, on request. 

Despite abortion's legality in most countries in
the Region, the estimated number of unsafe
abortions in Europe varies from 500,000 to
800,000 unsafe abortions annually. In some
countries the conditions in which abortions are
performed are bad due to the use of outdated
abortion methods, lack of choice of the method,
poor working conditions in many hospitals, doctors'
negligence, abortion performed by inexperienced
doctors.

For example Mifepristone, also known as the
"abortion pill", RU-486 or by the tradename
Mifegyne in much of Europe, has been approved
for use together with a prostaglandin for ending

pregnancies in 21 countries of the European
Region. The method offers women a safe and
effective alternative to surgical abortion. However,
women's access to and use of this technology
remains limited in many settings. Existing abortion
law, regulations concerning where, when and by
whom abortions may be performed, standard
medical reimbursement and payment practices,
have shaped women's access to the method. For
example in the Russian Federation, abortions are
free in government hospitals and while state
insurance covers surgical procedures at certain
gestational ages, medical abortion is not covered
at all.

The Effects of the Anti-Abortion 
Regulation in Poland

The termination of pregnancy was made legal in
Poland in 1956. From 1956 to the early 1990's,
abortion was widely accessible, both on medical
and social grounds. Terminations were conducted
in public hospitals (free of charge) and in private
clinics as a paid service.

At the beginning of the 90's, social groups
connected with the Catholic Church initiated a
campaign against legal abortion. In 1992 the
medical professional organization, despite
resistance from numerous medical doctors, also
issued a statement against abortion at the National
Assembly of Doctors in 1992, and adopted the
Medical Code of Ethics with regulations stating that
abortion on social grounds, as well as, when the
pregnancy was a result of criminal act was deemed
impossible. The possibilities for termination of
pregnancy on medical grounds had been seriously
limited.

Different actions restricted access to abortion,
making it almost impossible in public hospitals and
more expensive in private clinics. 

After over three years of discussions and after a
number of projects of legal regulations, the Polish
Sejm (lower house of Parliament) finally voted for
the Family Planning, Protection of Human Fetus
and Conditions for Termination of Pregnancy Act,
commonly known as the Anti-Abortion Act of 1993.

The legal situation of abortion changed two
more times after that. In 1996, the Sejm
liberalized the Act, allowing for abortion on social
grounds. Nevertheless, after the decision of the
Constitutional Tribunal in 1997, the Sejm restricted
the conditions once again, withdrawing the
possibility of termination of pregnancy on social
grounds. 

Now in Poland abortion is legal only for three
reasons: when the pregnancy constitutes a threat
to the life or to the health of the pregnant woman,

Hallowed be Thy Name
Religion, state, and abortion rights

p
a
g

e
 1

E
R
IN

Y
E
N

 an
arch

a-fem
in

ist n
ew

sp
ap

er                              



which is confirmed by the doctor other than that
involved in the abortion, prenatal examinations
indicate heavy, irreversible damage of the
embryo or incurable illness threatening the life,
there is justified suspicion, confirmed by a
prosecutor, that the pregnancy is the result of an
illegal act. But anti-abortion law in practice is
much more restrictive than the written word. 

All available sources of information show that
the abortion underground in Poland is very well
developed. Accessing a private clinic, in which
one can obtain an illegal termination of
pregnancy, is much easier in big cities and towns.
Finding the appropriate press advertisement is
the key. In local press this is harder to find. In
small towns and villages, doctors are not
anonymous and are afraid of being stigmatized.
Despite the possibility of finding an abortion
provider in rural areas, women prefer to travel
further, just to be sure that the information about
the abortion will not reach the local community.
Very often, this fear is justified. Lately, some
doctors have suggested terminating pregnancy
using the RU-486 pill. 

The price for illegal abortion stands between
1500 PLN (around 330 USD) to 3000 PLN (around
675 USD), with the average price of more than
2000 PLN. The RU-486 pill, which has not been
registered for sale, is offered for about 1000 PLN
(that is around 225 USD). It is questionable as to
whether doctors inform their patients about all
possible side effects of this particular method
(i.e. about the necessity of finishing the
termination by surgical abortion). It raises
serious health concern for women who use this
(cheaper than traditional) method of termination
of pregnancy. 

One of the effects of the ban on abortion (also
due to the lack of sexual education and
contraception counselling services) is women
giving birth to children against their will. These
situations sometimes lead to abandonment or
infanticide. The less drastic, although equally
difficult, choice in such situations is leaving the
child in a hospital and childcare institutions.
Travelling to obtain an abortion is slowly
becoming marginalized. In years 1995 - 97 a
couple of court cases took place against agencies
organizing abortion tourism across the eastern
and southern borders of Poland (i.e. Cieszyn,
Lublin), which effectively scared potential
organizers off. For women this means less choice
of places to conduct an abortion and an increase
in prices, because termination of pregnancy is
usually more expensive in Poland than it is
abroad. 

The anti-abortion law is much stricter de facto
that it is de jure. Women, who are entitled to
have a legal abortion, according to conditions set
up by the law, are very often denied the
procedure. The accessibility of legal abortion in
public hospitals has continually worsened from
1993. There is a number of hospitals which

publicly admitted that they do not perform
abortions. It was specifically visible in the year
1996, when the more liberal version of the Act
was in force. This is when the medical
communities in a number of regions (i.e. the
former provinces of Katowice, Tarnów, Rzeszów,
Kraków, Nowy Sàcz) refused to allow for abortion
in public hospitals. Naming the hospital after a
saint means, among other things, that this
particular center does not conduct abortions. 

Hospital hierarchy shows that directors decide
about refusing to terminate pregnancies, even if
other doctors privately represent different
opinion in this matter. The conscience clause,
written into the Medical Profession Act, states,
that in cases of refusal on this basis, a doctor is
obliged to inform a patient about it right away, as
well as to refer the patient to other medical
services in other center. In practice, neither
hospitals nor doctors do this. 

Women rarely report rape to the authorities.
Women, with good reason, do not believe in a
just sentence and are afraid of secondary
victimization from the justice system. Meanwhile,
without a certificate from the prosecutor's office,
a woman has no chance to legally terminate a
pregnancy resulting from rape. There are cases
when the justice system makes things harder. In
1999, the media publicized the case of a
prosecutor (female) who refused, motivated by
her moral beliefs, to sign the papers confirming
that the rape investigation had started. 

Contemporary Women's Hell
Polish Women's Stories, 2005, 

http://www.federa.org.pl/english/pieklo_ang.pdf, Polish
Federation for Women and Family Planning

Lithuania's Backlash 

Lithuania's backlash in family planning now
threatens the right to abortion. In June 08
Lithuania adopted a new resolution on the
national family policy. It fails to articulate the
importance of comprehensive sexual education
and limits the concept of family to heterosexual
marriage, while emphasizing the role of women
as child-bearers. Now policy makers aim at
restricting legal abortion through a bill that would
seriously affect the abortion law.  

Financial barrier in access to
contraceptive supplies:

For example, in Armenia there is no obligatory
Health Insurance at all, so a lot of Armenians
have to pay for all medical services except
obstetrics (motherhood and childhood) - these
services are included in the special package of
services of Ministry of Health of Armenia, which
covers all medical services for people on poor
social-economical conditions. Ukraine has no
Health Insurance either and private companies

p
a
g

e
 2

E
R
IN

Y
E
N

 a
n
ar

ch
a-

fe
m

in
is

t 
n
ew

sp
ap

er
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  



p
a
g

e
 3

E
R
IN

Y
E
N

 an
arch

a-fem
in

ist n
ew

sp
ap

er                              

country abortion contraceptive condoms      emergency pill average salary

Albania 37 5-13 0,5-2 2 150
Armenia 20 2-22 1-5 8 170
Bulgaria 35-100 8-9 2 7-8 200
Georgia 25 7 5-7 5-7 from 50
Macedonia 190 13 2 13 260
Poland 500-1000     3-10 2-3 20 800

(not legal)
Hungary 126 7-34 1-4 15-20 834
Ukraine 126 8-15 1-3 5 from 80

ASTRA - Central and Eastern European Women's Network for Sexual and Reproductive Health and Rights, January 2007,
http://www.astra.org.pl/articles.php?id=155 (numbers in US-Dollar)

cover less that 1 per cent of the population. Ukraine has Law of Ukrainian Government regarding free
contraceptives for young women under 18, women with high risk of pregnancy and delivery
complications, women affected by Chernobyl disaster but in reality funding is not provided by the State.
In Poland are 4 types of contraceptives on the Refunded Drug List subsidized by Health Insurance: Diane
35 (payment 50%) , Rigevidon (payment 30%), Stediril 30 (payment 30%), Microgynon 21 (payment
30%). There is some regress in the Hungarian governmental policy, because until 2002 a young person
could get emergency contraception for free.

The financial barrier is a major obstacle to access of contraceptives in Macedonia, Georgia and
Ukraine. There is only limited access to subsidized or free contraceptive supplies like currently in Bulgaria
through Bulgarian Family Planning Association (even the quantities are limited). The access to
emergency contraception is much more restricted than to other family planning methods. The problem
is the lack of information or, like in Poland, the fact that contraception has become a very controversial
issue - oral emergency contraceptives are confused with the medical abortion pill and many doctors
refuse to issue prescriptions for them.

The financial barrier gets more visible when compared to the average salary. 

BACKLASH IN CATHOLIC

In 1972 the Benedictine padre Paul Marx, ultra-right catholic fundamentalist, founded with the
blessing of the pope a 'Human Life Center' at the St. John's University in Minnesota. From there arose
Human Life International (HLI), according to their own statements the worlds largest 'Pro-Life-
Organization'. Human Life International works against sex education, prevention of pregnancies,
illegitimate (heterosexual) intercourse and abortion. In their ways and means Human Life International
is not cautious. The 'Operation Rescue (O.R.)' which works closely with Marx and has the same goal to
close down all abortion clinics, promotes the use of bombs against abortion clinics and the murder of
doctors who undertake abortions as a justifiable measure. Human Life International is an organization
with at least 25.000 members worldwide and 4.000 trained activists. This concept is spreading since the
last years over 15 European countries.

A special note needs to go to Italy: there Human Life International already works in front of at least
40 hospitals. The European office of Human Life International is of course in Poland. The
Germanspeaking office is based in catholic Switzerland. The Pro-Life-movement works closely with racist
groups such as the Ku-Klux-Klan in the US. This eager hustle is internationally supported by the Roman
Catholic authorities und even partly financed by clergy and church. 

Every attempt, to restrict the self-determination of women is an attempt to oppress women.

Pro-Life campaign named Genocide Awareness Project of the Center for Bio-Ethical Reform (CBR) http://www.cbrinfo.org/



Some time ago appeared a text on �gender
heteropatriarchy� at the PGA Infopoint for the
upcoming PGA meeting. The text is in many
different ways troublesome for us. We have
choosen to put some remarks together, based on
the original text, which can be found at

http://indy.gr/projects/pga-info-point/gender-
heteropatriarchy. The phrases taken from the
text as well as chapter headlines (so you know
where we are referring too) are made cursiv. 

'GENDER AND LOVE'

Western society is currently involved in a crisis
of gender definition. Throughout all the centuries
of heteropatriarchy, the concept of two opposite
sexes has served as a boundary to hold in place
the established patterns of power. The binary
gender construct has dictated that real males
must be naturally drawn to those attitudes,
behaviours, and roles any given society considers
"masculine," including sexual attraction to
females only. And real females must be naturally
drawn to those attitudes, behaviours, and roles
any given society considers "feminine," including
sexual attraction to males only. Any person who
deviates from these standards is a gender
transgressor, outside the pale of genuine
humanity, undeserving of full human
consideration. The binary gender construct is
assumed to be The Way Things Ought to Be-the
order of creation, the will of God, unchangeable
and beyond question.

So what's wrong with the time-honoured
concept that men are men and women are
women and viva la difference? Plenty.

In the first place, the binary gender construct
ignores or contradicts factual reality. Many
heterosexual men are not drawn to "masculine"
attitudes, behaviours, and roles; and many
heterosexual women are not drawn to "feminine"
behaviours, attitudes, and roles. Bisexual and
homosexual women and men are not attracted
exclusively to the "opposite" sex. 

As many as four percent of all births are
intersexual-babies with indeterminate genitals or
with both male and female genitals, sometimes
internal and difficult to discover. Some people
with apparently normal male bodies sense
themselves to be female; some people with
female bodies sense themselves to be male; and
these people are willing to cross-dress

permanently and use hormonal and/or surgical
means to become or "pass" as the gender they
feel themselves to be. Some people sense that
they are heterosexual but "two-spirited" or
"bigendered," so they cross-dress periodically in
order to express all aspects of their nature. And
some "two-spirited" people are homosexual or bi-
sexual. Some people look like "normal" males or
females but are chromosomally different from the
statistical norm of XX for females and XY for
males. Differences in hormone levels and in how
the cells of some newborns have resisted or
responded to hormones prenatally can also be
factors in what is often called gender ambiguity.
Because common speech often confuses
biological categories with gender-assignment,
gender-identity, and gender-expression,
enormous diversity is possible. 

In the face of more and more recognized
diversity and resistance to the binary system, it
is worth mentioning that the binary gender
paradigm is getting under attack.

'FEMINISM and PATRIARCHY - MEN
HATING WOMEN'

Feminism comprises a number of movements,
theories and philosophies that are concerned with
issues of gender difference, that advocate
equality for women, and that campaign for
women's rights and interests. According to some,
the history of feminism consists of three waves.
The first wave was in the nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries, the second was in the 1960s
and 1970s and the third extends from the 1990s
to the present. Feminist political activists have
been concerned with issues such as a woman's
right of contract and property, a woman's right to
bodily integrity and autonomy (especially on
matters such as reproductive rights, including the
right to choose whether to have an abortion,
access to contraception and quality prenatal
care); for protection from domestic violence;
against sexual harassment and rape; for
workplace rights, including maternity leave and
equal pay; and against other forms of
discrimination. Throughout much of its past,
most of the leaders of feminist social and political
movements, as well as many feminist theorists,
have been predominantly middle-class white
women from western Europe and North America.
This trend accelerated in the 1960s with the Civil
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Rights movement in the United States and the
collapse of European colonialism in Africa, the
Caribbean, parts of Latin America and Southeast

Asia. Since that time, women in former European
colonies and the Third World have proposed
alternative "post-colonial" and "Third World"
feminisms as well. 

Over the years many forms of feminism have
developed: 

anarcha-feminism (combines feminist and
anarchist ideas) / liberal feminism (equality of
men and women through political and legal
reform) / radical feminism (it is believed that
women can free themselves only when they have
done away with what they consider an inherently
oppressive and dominating system and that there
is a male-based authority and power structure
which is responsible for oppression and
inequality) / cultural feminism (is the theory that
there are fundamental personality and
psychological differences between men and
women, and that women's differences are not
only unique, but superior) / separatist feminism
(separation from men and from institutions,
relationships, roles and activities that are male-
defined, male-dominated, and operating for the
benefit of males and the maintenance of male
privilege - this separation being initiated or
maintained, at will, by women) / anti-
pornography feminism / sex-positive feminism
(addresses issues of women's sexual pleasure,
freedom of expression, sex work, and inclusive
gender identities) / black feminism (sees sexism,
class oppression, and racism are inextricably
bound together) / postcolonial feminists (argue
that oppression relating to the colonial
experience, particularly racial, class, and ethnic
oppression, has marginalized women in
postcolonial societies) / third-world feminism
(criticize Western feminism on the grounds that it
is ethnocentric and does not take into account the

unique experiences of women from third-world
countries) / socialist feminism (connects the
oppression of women to Marxist ideas about
exploitation, oppression and labour) /
individualist feminism (its an attempt to change
legal systems in order to eliminate class privileges
and gender privileges and to ensure that
individuals have equal rights, including an equal
claim under the law to their own persons and
property) / post-structural feminism (many post-
structural feminists maintain that difference is
one of the most powerful tools that females
possess in their struggle with patriarchal
domination) / postmodern feminism (it
incorporates postmodern and post-structuralist
theory,  largest departure from other branches of
feminism, is the argument that gender is
constructed through language) / ecofeminism
(the domination of women is seen as stemming
from the same ideologies that bring about the
domination of the environment) 

o 'Men as a group hate women, and express
this hatred through rape, murder, sexual
harassment, and other sexualized behaviors.'

Ultimately the problem rests in the assumption
that men as a group are homogenous, as well as
women as a group (of victims). 

No matter how libertarian or radical the
context may be (as in the text 'gender
heteropatriarchy'), as long as terms are handled
in a binary fashion, they continue to reinforce the
dominant paradigm or try to create a new one. 

Patriarchal theory is not always as single-sided
as the belief that all men always benefit from the
oppression of all women. Patriarchal theory
maintains that the primary element of patriarchy
is a relationship of dominance, where one party is
dominant and exploits the other party for the
benefit of the former. 

Many radical feminists in Western society
believe that their society is a patriarchy that
primarily oppresses women. 

While some feminists see the oppression of
women as root cause of all other inequalities,
some acknowledge the simultaneous and
intersecting effect of other independent
categories of oppression as well. These other
categories of oppression may include, but are not
limited to, oppression based on gender identity,
race, social class, perceived attractiveness,
sexuality and sexual orientation, ability.
Postcolonial feminists have reacted against the
universalization of female experience, which is
often nothing more than essentialist and/or
white/western dominated. Moreover, postcolonial
feminists object to the perceived portrayal of
women of non-western societies as passive and
voiceless victims, as opposed to the portrayal of
western women as modern, educated and
empowered.
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o 'Heterosexual love can in many ways be
compared with the kind of love that a hostage can
develop for their oppressors.'

Underlying is the idea of lesbianism being a
conscious political choice, giving up heterosexual
protection and privilege and committing our
primary energies - emotional intellectual and
sexual - to other women as the most effective
means of undermining the male-dominated
system that oppresses all women.

The general attitude that lesbianism is the
more acceptable sexual preference is pervasive
around the separatist feminist ghetto. As a short
term response to years of external and
internalized oppression for being a lesbian, the
desire for all women to be lesbians, and hatred of
men, is understandable. But to justify such
feelings in quasi political terms is to promote a
new set of oppressive and restrictive attitudes. 

What develops is a group pressure for women
to conform to a new norm, or feel excluded or
mistrusted because they fuck with men or don't
fuck the right way. 

Heterosexism is used to describe the
conditioned patterns of behaviour in sexual
relationships which represent the norm in society
- heterosexual, monogamous marriage - involving
characteristics such as a dominant and a
submissive role, jealousy, etc. The term
heterosexism implies a necessary link between
these conditioned patterns and heterosexuality.
Clearly these patterns also emerge in lesbian and
homosexual relationships. It is the patterns that
need to change. 

'HOMOSOCIAL / HETERORELATIONAL'

o 'Heterorelations are all the emotional,
economical, social and political relations that exist
between men and women on men's terms.'

o 'In men's homosocial way of relating to
one another women are viewed as relative beings
who exist not for ourselves, but only for the
servicing, maintenance and comfort of men.'

This is a perception of men seen as quite
different from women and it's used to reinforce a
sense of difference from men. In this context the
suggestion of biological determinism emerged,
prominently put out by Valerie Solanas in The
SCUM Manifesto (Society for Cutting Up Men) in
1968. Separatists have an intense interest and
make repeated references to violence by men
against women. It is argued that men use the
threat of violence and particularly rape to keep
their power over women. All men benefit from the
sex class system based on men's power over
women, whether or not they all rape, murder,
mutilate and attack women.

It is argued that each individual man must be
held responsible . Rape is seen as the ultimate
weapon men use. Susan Brownmiller in Against
Our Will; Men, Women and RAPE sums up this
view, "From prehistoric times to the present, I
believe, rape has played a critical function. It is

nothing more or less than a conscious process of
intimidation by which all men keep all women in a
state of fear." 

The emphasis is on the responsibility of
individual men for the communal male crimes of
patriarchy.  As well as it is an attempt to absolve
women from any responsibility for the way the
world is, as no woman is to blame because none
of us had the power to create these structures.
This view of history delegates women to a
politically passive and impotent role. It reveals
how misleading an analysis is which ignores other
significant factors. Female members of ruling
elites or dominant ethnicities have influenced and
actively participated in the economic lives of
societies.

'SEXLIBERALISM'

Historically, radical feminism rejects male-
dominated heterosexual sex and tends to
condemn sadomasochism, pornography,
prostitution, cruising (promiscuous sex with
strangers), and sexual role playing. It's rejected
because of assumed implicit and explicit
dominant/subordinate power relations to the
benefit of male dominance.

Libertarian feminism, on the other hand, tend
to support any sort of consensual sexuality that
brings the participants pleasure, including
sadomasochism, pornography, role-oriented sex,
and cruising. 

A problem with the current debate between
radical and libertarian feminism is that their
opposing positions do not exhaust the possible
feminist perspectives on sexual pleasure, sexual
freedom, and social power. Also the radical-
feminist view that patriarchy has stolen our
essentially emotional female sexuality and the
libertarian-feminist view that sexual repression
has denied women erotic pleasure are both
essentialist positions. 



'WOMEN HATING MEN - SEPARATISM -
WOMEN'S SOLIDARITY'

o 'Separatism is a fundamental liberatory
strategy of an oppressed group.'

The separation can take many forms. Breaking
up or avoiding close relationships or working
relationships; forbidding someone to enter your
house; excluding someone from your company,
or from your meeting; withdrawal from
participation in some activity or institution, or
avoidance of participation;
avoidance of communications
and influence from certain
quarters (not listening to
music with sexist lyrics, not
watching tv); withholding
commitment or support;
rejection of or rudeness
toward obnoxious
individuals. Most feminists,
probably all, practice some
separation from males and
male-dominated institutions.
Sometimes the separations
are consciously planned and
cultivated as necessary
conditions for political life
and strategy of liberation.
Separatism has been
considered by some as both
a temporary strategy, and as
a lifelong practice. For sure
an important and sustaining
aspect of separatism was the
building of alternative
community through creating
collectives and social spaces.
Still criticism exists that
sometimes separatism
attempts to establish a
female-centric and female-
dominated society in which
men are subjugated. Some
separatist feminists seem to predict or advocate
the attrition of men by a process of evolution,
murder or abortion. Valerie Solanas's SCUM
Manifesto suggested that it was the job of
females to "destroy the male sex".

'SOLIDARITY WITH WOMEN: POWER OF
DEFINITION / PARTIALITY'

The concepts of power of definition and
partiality are in autonomous circles mainly
discussed and practiced in accordance to sexual
violence / rape within the own collective. 

But the concept of power of definition is used
much wider in the referred article, in regard to
who has the right to define a situation as
oppressive. The article calls as well for partiality
with the person who is regarded the affected
person, by positioning oneself with that person
and supporting their power of definition.

But as outlined before, it requires something
other than an insistence that all women are
uniformly oppressed as women. Such a
homogenizing move involves the nonrecognition
of differences among women and among men-
particularly due to ethnicity, class, culture,
religion, nationality, ableness, and sexuality.

In essence, each group identifies the
oppression with which it feels most comfortable
as being fundamental and classifies all others as

being of lesser importance.
Oppression is filled with such
contradictions because these
approaches fail to recognize that
a matrix of domination contains
few pure victims or oppressors.
Each individual derives varying
amounts of penalty and privilege
from the multiple systems of
oppression which frame
everyone's lives.

Despite women's potential
power to reveal new insights
about domination, the
standpoint of one woman is only
one and might represent a
partial perspective. The
overarching system of
domination houses multiple
groups, each with varying
experiences with penalty and
privilege that produce
corresponding partial
perspectives, situated
knowledge, and, for clearly
identifiable subordinate groups,
subjugated knowledge. No one
group has a clear angle of vision.
No one group possesses the
theory that allows it to discover
the absolute "truth" or, worse
yet, proclaim its approach as the
universal norm evaluating other

groups' experiences. Of course, given the fact
that groups are unequal in power in making
themselves heard, dominant groups have a
vested interest in suppressing the knowledge
produced by subordinate groups and it need to be
always kept in mind. 

But these are complicated questions, with no
simple answers. Unlike the final comment in the
article suggests: 'Revolution could be really easy.
Just: Shut up and listen.'

Those of us who have learned to survive by
dominating others, as well as those of us who
have learned to survive by accepting domination,
need to resocialize ourselves into being strong
without playing dominance-submission games,
into controlling what happens to us without
controlling others. 

Erinyen Collective Berlin
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sexualized violence against women 
in war and conflict

In times of war and political crisis, when on the
run, in refugee camps and also in the post-war
confusion, women are often targets of massive
sexual violence.

This includes gang rape, special forms of
torture, forced prostitution, sexual harassment
and sexual abuse. 

Also in times of social repression and crisis,
and in the post war period, women are widely
exposed to sexualized violence. For example,
immediately after the Tsunami catastrophe, there
were reports of rape and gang rape cases in the
aftermath of the chaos. Male leaders of refugee
camps misused their power to exploit and
embarrass women and girls.

Three gendered elements of war:

- mobilization into armed forces 
- catastrophic disruption of everyday life
- brutalization of the body in war

It is men who, overwhelmingly, have been the
fighting personnel of national militaries, popular
militias, political police forces and the armed
gangs of warlords. Men take part in violence for
many reasons � for money, for honour, patriotism
or brotherhood, in self-defence, for liberation, to
liberate others. But male positioning in
patriarchal gender systems and the masculine
identities they generate, underwrite all these
reasons. Indeed many versions of masculinity in
the world�s varied cultures are constituted in the
practice of fighting: to be a real man is to be
ready to fight, and ultimately to kill and to die.
Increasingly, too, women are choosing to enter,
or being enlisted into, national armies. Women
cannot, therefore, claim clean hands in the
matter of war. And of course they have often
participated in uprisings and fought in the
liberation armies of national movements. But
their active engagement in war does not bring
women equality with men. Nor do the character,
culture and hierarchy of armed forces become
more �feminine�. If they did they would no longer
fulfil their current function.

War and terror have the effect, sometimes
deliberately achieved, sometimes incidental, of
rending apart the fine fabric of everyday life, its
interlaced economies, its material systems of
care and support, its social networks, the roofs
that shelter it. This affects women, who in most
societies have a particular responsibility for the
daily reproduction of life and community, in ways
that are both class and gender specific. The
poorest are least able to escape the war zone or
buy protection. 

It is perhaps in brutality to the body in wars
that the most marked sex difference occurs. Men
and women often die different deaths and are
tortured and abused in different ways, both
because of physical differences between the
sexes and because of the different meanings
culturally ascribed to the male and female body.

Some Figures:

Japan: During the Second World War, the
Japanese army abducted an estimated 200,000
girls and women from various East Asian
countries to serve as so-called 'comfort women'
at the front. The proper term for this is sexual
enslavement.

Rwanda: During the civil war and genocide of
the 1990s, up to 50 percent of the female
population experienced sexualized violence.

Bosnia: between 1992 and 1995, at least
20,000 women were raped. 

Women represent in patriarchal thinking the
family, culture and civil life. Therefore wartime
rape not only has the aim to destroy the
personality and identity of women as individuals
but functions at the same time as an attack on
the integrity of the community.

Sexualized violence is also used for the
humiliation of men. This is an even bigger taboo.
Now, 10 years after the war, it slowly becomes
public that in Bosnia-Herzegovina, about 4000
men had been sexually harassed and raped in
Bosnia.

Some explanations for the widespread use of
rape of women in war:

- the booty principle
- women�s bodies as �ethnic markers�
- soldierly solidarity

In warfare, but also in political terror, the
instruments with which the body is abused in
order to break the spirit, tend to be gender
differentiated, and in the case of women, to be
sexualized. 

It has always been an unwritten rule of war
�that violence against women in the conquered
territory is conceded to the victor during the
immediate postwar period... Normally the orgies
of violence toward women last from one to two
months after a war and then abate.

Second, while rape serves to humiliate enemy
women, it also �carries an additional message: it
communicates from man to man, so to speak,
that the men around the woman in question are
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not able to protect �their� women. They are thus
wounded in their masculinity and marked as
incompetent�. This is a particularly powerful
motivation in ethnocidal wars. Women analysing
the epidemic of rape in the wars associated with
the break-up of Yugoslavia have noted how
women�s bodies have been used as �ethnic
markers� in nationalist ideology. When men too are
raped, sexually humiliated, or their genitalia
mutilated, the act is no less gendered: it is their
masculinity that enemy men are deriding.

The third explanation could be that rape
(particularly gang rape and systematic rape) is
permitted to men by officers, and engaged in by
the rapists themselves, because it promotes
soldierly solidarity through male bonding. 

And there is a close connection between the
presence of military/UN troops and the increase of,
in a lot of cases, forced prostitution. Like, for
example, in Cambodia and Kosova, Bosnia and
Liberia.

Trafficking in women has also other significant
intersections with issues related to poverty and
access to the labour market in war countries,
feminization of migration, women's low social
status and therefore their vulnerability to
sexualized violence. 

In Bosnia, Kosova and Albania there has been a
huge increase of women being trafficked internally
and externally. The international male community
based in these countries as KFOR-soldiers,
administration staff (like UNMIK in Kosova) and
humanitarian aid workers are part of the
exploitation of these women. 

Since 1999 Kosova has been developed by mafia
structures into a transit and destination country for
trafficking, after the installation of the UN-
Administration and International KFOR consisting
of 45,000 men and women.

Many women have been sold into slavery,
threatened, humiliated, tortured, raped and held in
brothels. UNMIK and KFOR staff are not allowed to
go into brothels and cafes belonging to the off-
limits list of UNMIK (220 establishments are
known). But of course they do - as recent
documentaries show. In highly militarized
environments sexualized abuse, torture and
murder are considered as legitimate practices and
as a matter of course. 

Rape is an effective weapon of war, precisely
because it relies on pre-existing community belief-
systems regarding gender inequality and related
crimes to create a breakdown within the
community; to fracture individual and family
networks; to splinter social and cultural
connections and assert ethnic dominance through
the use of the acts already legitimized as the
means of expressing dominance that is - through
gender-based violence, more specifically sexual
and most commonly rape. Targeted violence
against women in conflict, is part of the continuum
of violence against women generally. Also, in some

countries the rape of a woman during war times,
may lead to her abondonment by her
family/comminity or even �honor killing� in some
cases.

Media coverage of war rape in former Yugoslavia

In a way, the only status Muslim women had in
the media, was the victim-status. Serb women
were not only invisible as rape victims, but were
explicitly denied victim-status, and were
furthermore written about as instigators or even
perpetrators of violence. Croatian women, on the
other hand, appeared in the Croatian press first
and foremost as care providers and aid workers. In
Serbian press, rape itself was not a big story as
were the forced impregnations. There, Serb
women raped and impregnated by Muslim men
were the most visible.

Similar dynamics of exposure and erasure
worked in the press images of the perpetrators of
rape. In the Croatian press the Serbian man was
the ultimate rapist, while in the Serbian press the
rapist was a Muslim man. The rapes by one's own
forces were either completely denied or named as
incidental, both in Croatian and in Serbian
newspapers. These media representations clearly
show that each community was defined in
exclusively ethnic terms, and that the press was
engaged in producing men of one's own ethnic
group as the `good guys'.

Thus, one has to conclude that public visibility of
the rape victim, as well as the perpetrator, often
has nothing to do with the plight of the raped
women or the accountability of the rapist. 

It is a matter of power, and first and foremost -
power to define those who belong and those who
do not belong to a specific group (ethnic, religious,
national, political�), to a specific political
(nationalist) project, at a specific point in time.
Internationally, it is a matter of geo-political power.
Compared to rapes in the Yugoslav war, rapes in
the Rwandan war have had much less space in
European media.

Also women were not the only victims of sexual
violence in the Balkans. Although it is much less
known and written/talked about, men were
sexually abused as well. But the dominant norms
of manhood in all our societies - which couple
power and heterosexuality - do not really allow for
men to be seen as victims, let alone as victims of
sexual violence. However in Bosnia, the Bassiouni
Report (Sexual Violence: An Invisible Weapon of
War in the Former Yugoslavia, 1996) explicitly
mentions that in many of the rape camps, men
were also exposed to various sexual assaults
including rape and castration.

In times of war, especially, different social
identities intersect and make lives of different
groups of women and men, their exposure to
violence, and the public recognition of this
violence, very different.
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(Th)Inspiration 
pro-anorexia internet sides

by Mirka

With names like StarvingForPerfection, WastingAwayOnTheWeb, BeautifulByBones, and
DyingToBeThin, a new side of the Internet. A click of a computer mouse reveals a range of pro-
anorexia websites where women support each other and establish a sense of community around the
issue of eating and starvation or body image. There are at least 100 active pro-anorexia and -bulimia
sites, several of which have attracted up to 80,000 visits. And many more are under construction.  On
a lot of these sites anorexia is referred to as �Anna' or �Ana', as though it were a friend. They explain
that "Anorexia is not a disease, it´s a lifestyle." The attraction is the companionship. 

They feature photos of rail-thin actresses and models as "thinspiration", and offer tips on
suppressing hunger pangs and hiding the evidence of missed periods. 

In societies with a sexist portrayal of people, especially women, in media and advertising and
cosmetic operations without medical indication, anorexia and bulimia cannot be addressed as
individual illness. It is promoted by the profit-system of diet-products and cosmetic operations. Diet
pills for example speed up the heart and can cause heart attack. They have 98% failure rate, but over
$40 billion worth of diet pills are sold
each year. Every year the profit from
breast operations in the US alone, is
estimated to be 168 to 374 million
dollars. 90% of the patients who are
getting jaw- and stomach-brackets
are women, not because of health
reasons, but for a better diet. Most of
the times the brackets can lead to
serious injuries and even death. The
surgeons propose that the
advantages outweigh the
disadvantages, and this is making
pretty clear the importance they
attach to their beauty norms
compared to the life of a person.

A look on these internet sites
makes clear that all you can see, is
actually already seen everyday in the
newspaper, movies, series, billboards
and on the street. Where appearance
and shape are decisive for social
acceptance, people learn to lay the
center of gravity on their appearance and figure, and as a result a behavioral control is occuring, which
makes it an imperative if one wants to achieve satisfaction and social acceptance. People learn that
appearance is a kind of currency, even if it means making yourself thin in every thinkable relation�.
Here it goes.......

We want our  bones to show, We want our stomachs to growl, We want our kidneys to fail, We want
out muscles to waste, We want our teeth to rot, We want brittle nails, We want soft downy hair to
grow all over our face, necks, tummys, and backs, We want nausa, We want heart palipations, We
want anemia, We want arthritis, We want our joints to ache, We want to be exhausted, We want
insomnia, We want to turn yellow then blue, We want a torn esophagus, We want to stumble, fall and
black out, We want dizziness, We want a lack of concentration, We want partoid gland enlargement,
We want our eyes to be sunken, We want tyroid abnormalites, We want to become sterile, We want
our skin to chaff and bruise, and oh yeah diarrea we want that too. 

But oh no you get us wrong we don't want to die! All we want is to show you how controlled we
are, and aren't we girls....
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Some abstract from a zine put together by 5
people of varying genders who got together to
discuss the topic of intmate violence. The zine
explores roles of the community in support of
people in situations of intimate violence including
both physical and emotional. 

If you want to further read on, you can find it
at: www.anarcha.org/sallydarity/IntViolzine.pdf

It has suggestions for how to do good support
for people who have recently experienced
intimate violence, both the survivor and the
abuser. Intimate violence is defined as any kind
of ongoing abuse or violence that happens
between people who are tight with each other:
lovers, friends, housemates, band or commune
m e m b e r s ,
affinity groups,
s u p e r h e r o
crew, people
raising a kid
together etc. It
i n c l u d e s
p h y s i c a l ,
e m o t i o n a l ,
sexual, verbal,
o r
psychological
violence or any
other kind of
abuse. 

Why is this
important?

- It might
seem weird to
write a zine for
s u p p o r t i n g
both the victim
and the abuser. So here's why: the writers
believe in revolution and community and people's
capacity for change. They believe in helping each
other figure shit out, that we all fuck up
sometimes and we all have the capacity to fuck
up majorly, especially having been raised in this
sick and twisted environment they call
civilization. That the only way stuff is really going
to get any different is to call each other on shit
and then learn how to do it better the next time
around. 

- Right now the two most common responses
to fucked up behavior are ignoring/denying it, or
getting rid of one of the people. The writers
refuse to ignore it! It's time to give back the "it's
none of my business" and "there's nothing I can

do about it" blinders. Smashing oppression and
building a healthy community takes all people. 

- On the other hand, if kicking people out of a
scene is the only way to deal with violence, it
creates a dynamic of demonization which doesn't
help the abuser admit to having been a jerk. It
also makes people who like them (maybe even
the abused party, since they started out tight)
less likely to want to talk about the incident(s) in
the first place. 

- Creating a model for community support
allows, because a lot of violence is about
isolation. The fact that this culture's got its head
stuck deep in the sand is part of what allows

people to beat
each other
half to death. 

- Unfortun-
ately this
s o c i e t y
doesn't come
stocked with
too many
g o o d
alternat ives
for dealing
with Intimate
V i o l e n c e .
Cops suck.
The criminal
i n j u s t i c e
a p p a r a t u s ,
w h i c h
systematically
targets and
b r u t a l i z e s
communities

of color, radical and queer communities and
immigrants, is not the first place many of us think
to call when we are under attack. Courts are
notorious for letting male abusers off the hook,
and simultaneously slamming female survivors
for fighting back. Besides, jail never helped
anyone. 

A few words about words

- In intimate violence, or any conflict, it's not
always super easy to tell who's the bad guy.
Sometimes, as in your classic "wife-beater"
scenario, where a man punches and screams at a
woman, who is unable to leave him because of
money/kids etc., there is clearly one person who
is doing 99 or 100% of the fucking up. But it's not

Thoughts about Community Support
around Intimate Violence
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always that clear cut. It could be that one person
says mean shit and the other one throws ashtrays
(although in general people are good at playing out
the roles society has created for them). In any
case, most of the words that do exist around this
stuff have connotations, for example,  the word
"abuser" tends to demonize, "victim" is
disempowering, "survivor" assigns value for
suffering, and "accused" questions the validity of
the problem. In this zine, they have decided to use
symbols instead: p for the survivor/accuser/person
who was harmed, and ê for the
abuser/accused/one who's fucking up the most.

- Even if gender neutral language is used, it is
also acknowledged that, ê is male in somewhere
around 90% of domestic violence cases (ongoing
abuse between partners/lovers). But that domestic
violence also occurs in 1/4 of all relationships, het,
homo or otherwise. Not only is it important for
queer folks to be able talk about the violence in
their/our relationships, but it's important for
everybody to acknowledge that women can also be
jerks. Everybody is capable of a full range of
human expression, even the shitty kinds.
Patriarchy is a raging menace, and definitely
contributes to the existence of violent behavior, but
it's not the only cause of abuse.

Examples of common fucked up behaviors

" Shouting, pushing, spitting, shaking, holding you 
down

" Accompanying you everywhere
" Making decisions for you
" Telling you you're a failure, crazy, stupid, a slut, 

no one else cares about you
" Being mean to your kids or pets 
" Refusing to practice safe sex 
" Criticizing your abilities
" Being super jealous or possessive 
" Throwing stuff or punching the wall
" Mocking or humiliating you 
" Playing mind games
" Continually breaking promises 
" Criticizing you in front of others
" Telling you you're irrational 
" Ignoring you or withdrawing affection
" Telling you what to wear or criticizing your 

appearance 

" Coercing you into having sex 
" Having sex with you when you're asleep
" Making you prove your love/friendship 
" Preventing you from sleeping, working or 

studying 
" Taking your money or making you pay their 

debts
" Physically preventing you from leaving
" Destroying your possessions
" Isolating you from your friends and family 
" Driving dangerously
" Threatening to commit suicide
" Threatening to have you deported
" Harassment after separation 
" Making you believe it's your fault

Most physical abuse is pretty easy to recognize
and define as violence. Other kinds of violence are
sneakier. Saying "You're crazy" can be as damaging
as a punch in the face, sometimes worse. Verbal,
emotional and sexual abuse are usually harder to
see, easier to excuse, and warp your brain. The
tricky part is that a lot depends on context and
interpretation. Shouting, for example, can be an
accepted style of communication for some people.
Accompanying someone everywhere is some
people's idea of a loving, connected relationship.
Unfortunately there is a thin line between what is
promoted as "true love" and what is used to control
and intimidate. The bottom line is that if you're
unhappy, that's a sign that something needs to
change, whether or not you decide to label it as
abuse. 

The zine is targeted at people who are looking
to give support to their friends. But it would also be
useful for someone who is interested in getting
supported, in order to get ideas. Especially of
they're isolated. The support in this zine is divided
into four main categories - physical, emotional,
"transformative" and coordinating. One aim in the
process is the recognition that most people can
change their sexist behavior and sexist attitudes,
that immediate and final exclusion is not the
perfect solution. As an idea for responding to
conflicts, it is tried to develop a transformative
educational opportunity. This zine can be one part
of a broader attempt to make the creation of non-
sexist environments a priority, without being a
"crusader" or "self-righteous missionary". 
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Until recently there has never been a Gay Pride
Parade carried out in Bulgaria, or at least not one
that covered the real meaning and idea behind
such an event.  Over the years there has certainly
been attempts for organizing a parade, but they
remained marginal and unnoticed by society. The
LGBT community did not have the courage to come
out in public or to defend their rights. This should

not be surprising, and can be explained by the
patriarchal, conservative, and xenophobic
characteristics deeply rooted in Bulgarian society.
It should be mentioned that the negative and
unacceptable image of the LGBT community, so
hardened in Bulgarians' minds, also became
possible because of a number of celebrities who
have transformed their "different" sexual
orientation into a profitable business. These people
fill the pages of tabloids, demonstrating foolish
behavior and imitating luxury and wealth. Besides
the absolutely hostile environment, another reason
for LGBT community's failure to organize
something rather significant was also the typical
inner enmity carried out between many of the
activist groups, often based on personal relations
and linked to competition between the NGO's,
which try to "unite" the community and claim to be
its representatives. So far their actions are always
based on legalism, attempts of making noise in the
media or looking for help from the outside. The
lack of autonomous, grassroots groups and
activists is typical of Bulgaria, and the LGBT
community is no exception. When "Gemini", the
Bulgarian Gay Organization and currently the only
active one when it comes to LGBT rights, invited
"Anarchosaprotiva" (Autonomous Antiauthoritarian
Group AnarchoResistance) to participate in the
parade, we accepted, no questions asked. 

The information regarding the Gay Pride Parade
was distributed to the media. The scandalous
reaction was expected, yet the aggression

accompanying the week before the parade was
somewhat surprising. That week, everywhere you
looked one could witness heated debates over the
parade. The Church and the Main Office of the
Mufti denounced the parade as "immoral" and
"intolerable". The predominant outcome was
extremely negative and in the end there was no
legal organization that clearly announced its
support for the event. 

The most raging resistance certainly came from
the many nationalistic groups and organizations,
which unfortunately are large in numbers and do
not meet any public resistance in Bulgaria. Threats
were addressed from many of the neo-nazis -
"National Resistance", "Blood and Honour", and the
numerous soccer hooligans surrounding them.
"BNU" - the "Bulgarian National Union", which is a
well-known and very well organized right-wing
group, was the most aggressive one. These very
well concealed Nazis officially announced the week
before the parade as a week of intolerance towards
gay pride. Under the slogan "Be Intolerant! Be
normal!" these people poured on the streets and
seized the media with xenophobic materials and
aggressive statements. The open and unpunished
demonstration of hatred compelled people to give
up their right to participate in the parade, and even
the Prime Minister whispered that he is "not
against but doesn't endorse such a parade". 

After the entire xenophobic hysteria one thing
was clear - the parade was going to be a hard trial.
Ultimately, this was exactly the case.

On the "love" bridge in downtown Sofia, the
place declared to be the onset of the parade, many
of the people that came out of curiosity were
asking themselves, "Where are the gays? They are
not even here�" A lot of the elderly people, sitting
nervously on the railings of the bridge, were
grumbling discontentedly. The media's presence
was significant. It was quite interesting that on the
bridge itself there was no police force at all. The
cops were standing at the beginning of the bridge,
basically allowing anybody to reach it from the
opposite side. The first participants in the parade
were two men that came minutes before 5 p.m.,
calmly waving the rainbow flag and a poster
reading their website. The media immediately
surrounded them. One could clearly hear barks,
"Hey dirty faggots", "Hey, faggots, you must die"
as the Nazis easily walked among the crowd of
journalists. 

The parade itself arrived at 5 p.m. Cops were
walking in front of the rally and the people were

The First Gay Pride Parade in Bulgaria

a report by Anarcho Resistance

p
a
g

e
 1

3
E
R
IN

Y
E
N

 an
arch

a-fem
in

ist n
ew

sp
ap

er                              



carrying a huge banner reading "Me and my
family", the motto of the event. The participants
numbered 20 to 30 people but when they reached
the bridge many outside people joined them. A
vast rainbow flag was waving in the air. People
from "AnarchoResistance" waved the banner "IN
SOLIDARITY AGAINST HOMOPHOBIA AND
RACISM." 

Allowing a chaotic merging of different people
with the parade was the first mistake. In the
growing crowd a few skinheads succeeded in
hitting and spitting on one or two of the
participants. Some of the skinheads were caught
and carried away for background checks
(amazingly, these same skinheads were noticed
later on in the crowd, insinuating threats. The
police, once again, had to invite them to leave).
Everything seemed to be normal. Even the cops did
not seem to be as vigilant; they were forming small
groups, and chatting among themselves. 

Around 5:15 p.m. the first bomb was thrown.
Somebody cried out "Die faggots, die!" and right
after that a powerful roar was heard leaving a big
spot on the ground. Nobody was harmed even
though the bomb was thrown among the crowd of
gapers, standing at the beginning of the bridge and
having nothing to do with the parade. Around the
scene of the blast the "BNU" and their leader,
Rasate, were standing firmly. Confusion set in. The
media started taking photos of the explosion and
the cops who, freaking out, went scurrying around
baffled. Heavily armed cops commenced dispersing
the crowd trying to clear out the bridge. Next to
one of the vans Rasate was seen yelling and
waving a press permit trying to make his way
through the cordon. In this very moment a smoke
bomb was thrown and Rasate willingly kicked it
towards the cops. He was arrested. 

While all this was happening the parade was
escorted to the street. People were walking closely
next to each other, tightly surrounded by the
police. The participants numbered around 130
people supported by heterosexuals, couples with
young children, elderly people, and foreigners. Far
from this crowd the first Molotov cocktail was
thrown. Nazis started walking alongside the parade
and this is when the second Molotov came.
Fortunately, this one was not properly set on fire.
Right after the second Molotov another bomb
exploded. Nobody was injured. The parade was
moving quite fast. Not far from the parade one
could see groups of outraged Nazis that were
shouting insults but did not dare to throw anything
else. 

The parade closed at the "Red House Center for
Culture and Debate". People left gradually by cabs.
The cops cut off the entire area. Police spokesmen
were giving information to the media about the
events during the day, about bombs, "cocktails",
wooden rods, and knuckle-dusters found in the
Nazis backpacks. 

In the end, eighty people were arrested, twenty
of them members of the "BNU" and another
eighteen under age. On the other hand the people
participating in the parade were not provocative or
instigating any violation at all. 

Besides all the aggression and tension
surrounding the first Gay Pride Parade in Bulgaria,
everything ended successfully. 

In 2008, downtown Sofia, the capital city of
Bulgaria, people witnessed organized groups of
ferocious Nazis throwing Molotov cocktails, bombs,
smoke bombs, and rocks, in their attempt to hurt
innocent people with children among them.
Members of the Nazi organizations were calling
loudly for violence and shouting insults and racist
slogans, spitting and striking protestors when they
could. Of course, all of this was just an
unimportant detail from the "event", according to
the "professional" Bulgarian media. There was no
adequate reaction at all, and the week before the
parade nobody dared to call things by their real
names or to ask the inconvenient questions. And
as it turns out, the "news" about new electronic
games on the "Western" market is obviously more
important to the Bulgarian media than the unseen,
massive fascist hysteria on the streets of Sofia,
gloriously performed by bunch of degenerates.     

What happened does not surprise us. During the
communist dictatorship, people with homosexual
orientation had been victimized, chased, and sent
to concentration camps. They were declared "sick"
and a "harmful phenomena, which does not have
room in a socialist state". Alas, this stereotype,
strictly imposed for the last 45 years, is still alive
today!

Hatred, openly demonstrated Nazism, and
aggression are everyday aspects of life for people
who are "different" from the majority. Those
accountable for the racism and violence widely
spread among us are the members of the ruling
oligarchy, a system seriously devoted to the old
manner of turning patriotism and nationalism into
a state line and policy. The question remains -
where is this going?

Autonomous Antiauthoritarian Group
AnarchoResistance Bulgaria  www.aresistance.net
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TITTLE - TATTLE 
Gossip and Rumour - or how do you talk about 

a conflict with other people?

The story begins with a little fairytale...

Once upon a time... not so long ago... too much
dominance, aggression and a guy had to leave a
collective place for the evening. Party over after he
said "cunt". Well... a little later... another bad day.
It is evening, his friends from a band give a
concert, but unfortunately "this women" sits at the
entrance. This is not possible, how did he deserve
this. All arguments from I am also anti-everything,
frantic gesticulations, loud yelling, terms of
endearment such as "fuckin lesbians", "cunts" in
different languages are not helping. It is not
possible to convince the party-collective, that it will
be for sure a lot of fun to party easy-going with
him and they do not let him enter. But you do not
have to think the fairy tale is over, because the
political demands of this collective do not have to
be respected for a long time yet. There are still all
the friendly party people, where it is possible to
make some proper waves. After all they all already
digged together in the sand in kindergarden. Never
mind, than one has to blackmail the collective into
allowing the entrance. Juhu, the party is retrieved,
a full success... But now it is enough? Well no, it
would not be a fairy tale, if the story does not
continue, especialy behind the back of the party-
collective... However the pretty forms of gossip are
left to your phantasy...

But in reality the fun is over when honest
critiques of activists regarding sexist or dominant
behaviour, are perceived as a threat and they are
from now on labeled as "cunt", "fuckin lesbians" or
"mentally instable".  

You have got to look at who is calling someone
"too" angry, "too" feminist, "too" serious and not
enough fun�. "Too" implies for example that anger
exceeds what the situation warrants. "Too" implies
irrationality, a loss of perspective, an emotional
irresponsibility. 

The political use of the "too�" label for people
who speak up against sexist or dominant
behaviour, even in the autonomous/anarchist
scene, is basically attached to anyone who
threatens to upset the status quo. 

Sometimes rumours can get out of control and
many people in the community/scene may be
talking a bunch of shit. At times like this it might
be helpful to get people from "both sides" together
to talk about what really happened. Everyone can

then decide to not participate in the rumour
mongering and tell others to shut the fuck up. As a
person of the community/scene you might have
people asking you questions about what happened.
How you answer those questions will in part
determine what rumours get circulated. Well this
can be hard to do if you are pissed at either side,
but situations are rarely if ever improved by fuckin
slander.

You can account for your experience and your
experience and your experience alone. People walk
down the same streets everyday and have very
different experiences. This is a simple fact of life. 

Don't engage in silence behaviour and don't hide
behind your friends 

The focus lays too often on individual
abuses rather than an �institutional' look at the
anarchist/autonomous scene, the offenders and
collaborators.

What is accepted? What is not? Why is the low-
level abuse and mistreatment 

tolerated or accepted and, in some cases,
defended? How do the women and men involved,
subtly allow it to go on? What are we accepting of
the dominant norms?

The conviction to say and do as people please,
without concern for how it affects 

others, is undercutting the notions of
community.

Dismissing or just minimizing peope's criticism,
justifiying violations or making excuses supports
an isolation of the critics - in the sense, if you come
forward and speak out, we will not listen and you
will not receive support.

Oppression, for example based on gender, is
multi-faceted, and it's not supposed to be normal
in anarchist/autonomous circles; this means
obvious instances (harassment, violence, rape,
assault) and subtle actions (insults, disrespect,
verbal slander) are unacceptable.

NEVER BACKWARDS ... ALWAYS FORWARD



I am an anarchist. These are a couple of hours
of my life. 

It was during the NATO summit and I was
in a building in Bucharest that we had rented
legally, on the basis of a contract, in order to host
several alternative events: debates, film
projections and workshops on such themes as anti-
militarism, anti-NATO and war resistance.  

On 02.04.08, after 12 o'clock (I don't know
the exact time), the power supply was cut, then
the phones went down, all networks were blocked.
Someone went to the window to see what was
going on and we heard him shout: "They're coming
after us! The riot police is coming!". We didn't have
the time to do anything, all of a sudden the door
was broken down and the riot police stormed in,
they sprayed mace all over the room and violently
immobilized us. All I
could see was how
they came in like
savages who had
never seen other
people before (it was
almost as if they
couldn't walk, they
were jumping around
like monkeys), they
were huge, they were
waving around their
sticks, shouting:
"Shut up!", "Down!",
"On the ground!",
"Don't move!" and
insulting us. By my
side there were other
women who tried to
protect themselves
by putting their
hands in front of their
body and yelling
"Stop! Stop!". They
were mercilessly hit
and knocked off their
feet. I don't know if they hit me with a stick or
kicked me behind the knee, but I felt my leg break
and I fell down in pain. They walked on our hands,
legs, all over our bodies, they kept hitting us with
their sticks and kicking us. One of the guys resisted
verbally - for daring to do so, he was savagely
beaten.  I was laying face down and in order not to
lose consciousness because of the pain and mace I
was trying to think of something else, to imagine I
was somewhere else, but I kept hearing the voices
of my friends shouting in pain. They cuffed us so
tight that they hurt our hands. We couldn't say
anything, not even "ouch" without them hitting us
again and asking "What's the matter, does it
hurt?". Besides me, there was another woman who

was hurt and one of the policemen wanted to help
her somehow, but another one shouted "leave her
lying there, that's what the bitch deserves". When
I told them my leg was broken they stopped hitting
me but one of them couldn't help himself, he
kicked my leg to check if it was really broken (I
can't describe that pain, it was terrible). I had an
elastic bandage in my backpack and I kept asking
for it but they refused to give it to me saying that
I'm fine and I'm just pretending. What's more,
they told me to keep my mouth shut or they would
throw me down the stairs to make me snap out of
it, because I was nothing but a junky.  Then they
asked me to walk and when they saw I couldn't
they carried me outside. Once out of the building,
they dropped me on the cold and damp ground,
they took off my cap and they started pulling my

hair, while another
policeman was
filming me. All of a
sudden someone
shouted "Stop
hitting them, stop
pulling her hair,
there are cameras
everywhere". After
the other policemen
found out my leg
was broken, they
wanted to leave me
there on the
ground, hands tied
behind my back
near a garbage can
in the yard so that
they would have no
reported victims,
but finally they
came and searched
me and filmed all
the stuff I had on
me. In the
meantime an officer

in civilian clothes came to interrogate me. He told
me that he knew me from other actions as well,
that it's a pity I hadn't calmed down and the tone
of his voice let me understand that all this was our
fault, that we should've stayed home. Then I was
taken to the police wagon with the others. They
didn't want to put all my things back in the
backpack, they left them scattered all over the
place and since my hands were tied behind my
back I couldn't gather them myself, but finally they
threw them into the wagon. In the wagon I was no
longer physically aggressed, unlike my friends who
were still being hit from time to time, but we were
all aggressed verbally. They called the guys "gay",
"fags", "pieces of shit" and the girls "ugly",
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Images in my Mind
by mari 
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"demented", "bimbos", "hags". They told one of
the girls "I wouldn't fuck you if you were dead",
they made all kinds of sexist and racist jokes and
insulted us in every possible way. I kept asking for
the elastic bandage, but they refused saying that I
deserve what's coming to me for protesting. I
asked them to untie my hands so that I can find a
better position for my leg but they refused again.
They said that because of a bunch of "retards" and
"pieces of shit" like us they hadn't seen their
families in a couple of days - I guess they felt they
had to get back at us. After they closed the doors
of the wagon, a policeman shouted at his
colleagues: "Guys! We're gonna say they were the
first to use mace, all right?", but finally they
declared they found nothing on us except a
penknife. Then they took our belts and started
asking each of us how old he is, what his name is,
what he was doing there, where he is from. Those
who refused to answer, or who gave answers they
judged inconvenient, were hit over and over again.
At a certain point one of them took out his rifle and
wanted to hit one of the guys with it, but we all
shouted "Don't" and a couple of policemen also
said "No". They were talking among themselves
that they should put on their gas masks and gas us
until we become vegetables.  

Their training was really "excellent", they
kept calling each other by their names and I can't
imagine what kind of psychological test they had to
pass when they were employed: how can anyone
in the right mind allow a racist, sexist, violent and
hateful person work with people and, moreover,
trust this person with a gun? 

The people at the police station didn't care
that much about the state of my leg either, they
were only interested in the information I could
provide. I was separated from my friends and
taken to an office where I was interrogated by a
man who asked all kind of indiscreet questions. I
refused to answer in the absence of a lawyer, which
really irritated him. He made me write a
declaration and again he became infuriated
because I refused to write what he wanted me to
write. Finally he left and two women came to
search me. Since I have dreadlocks, one of them
started pulling me by the hair in order to take off

the "hair piece" as she called it to see if I hadn't
hidden anything in there. They found three flyers
for a feminist event we had organized on 8 March
and that I had forgotten in my jacket. They must
have found that dangerous, because they took the
flyers to their superior right away. They accused
me for the way I looked, they said my clothes were
dowdy, that I wasn't feminine and so on. Then they
started preaching on moral issues and asking me
questions at the same time. They kept asking me:
"Who's the leader?", "How did you find out about
that place?", "Who's the organizer?" and telling me
that I'm to blame for everything that is happening
to me, that I shouldn't have gone there in the first
place. I told them it was my right to go wherever I
want and state my opinions, to which they replied
that I should keep my opinions to myself, that I
shouldn't make them public, especially during the
summit. I told them about the brutality with which
we had been treated by the riot police, about all
the insults that they had addressed us, especially
the sexist ones (in the exact vulgar language in
which I had heard them) and explained to them
that no one deserves to be treated that way, no
matter what his fault might be. For about 3
minutes they fell silent and the expression on their
faces changed from a disgusted to a pensive one,
but then they started talking about their personal
lives as if I wasn't even there. 

After I don't know how much time, the
nurse arrived, but I couldn't leave with her right
away because the police still had some unfinished
business with me, they had to take my picture,
collect my finger prints and ask me some more
questions. I finally got to the hospital, where I got
a warm and supportive welcome from the doctors
who also found it unbelievable that freedom of
speech and human rights in general are still not
respected in Romania and who accused the
Romanian state of being "communist" and
"oppressive". 

Now I'm lying in bed waiting for my leg to
heal. This was not my first arrest or the first time
I was aggressed by the police, but it was
definitely the worst. But from all this I gained
more power to move forward. They won only a
battle, not the war. 

THE 

FIGHT 

GOES 

ON !!! 



This Ain��t a Love Story ! 
- the ��Scene�� is just a bad joke - 

LOVEKILLS COLLECTive Romania 

Since some years there is an eastern-european
underground music festival taking place in the west
of Romania. The idea of this festival, as far as some
people understood it in the beginning, was to
promote the d.i.y. underground music from eastern
Europe as well as to connect activists from this
area, to share experiences and to develop a
structure of struggle based on common
experiences. The first edition of this festival took
place four years ago. It was seen as a success by
most of the people who were there to see some
great bands playing. It had no political content
(except from some movie/documentary projections
- which didn't gather so much public; and some
poster exhibition related to the international week
against racism) which was a disappointment for
those people who imagined something different,
something related to the name of the festival, a
name with a strong political resonance - "No
Borders". Some of the activists living in Romania
had a strong whish to improve the festival and to
direct it in a more political way rather than just the
musical one. So it was somehow a promise to
ourselves and between ourselves that next year
the festival should continue and that it was up to
us to make it better. 

The second edition was soon to take place and
some people from other cities tried to contact the
people from the local scene involved in organizing
the festival, in order to see what is their idea for
this year and to figure out how each of us was able
to contribute. It was simply suggested that our
presence there would be enough so we can put
together some ideas and make some plans. So
people travelled hundreds of kilometres with a
hope that this is a moment to make something
political in this messed up region called romania,
something that was never done before and which
was an imperious necessity for the activists
struggling there. Arriving, most of us very tired
from the way there, were again disappointed to see
that most of the people over there never intended
to put some effort and to show something beyond
music. Everything was hazard, everything was
under the devise "well....we'll see...". It was sad to
see people from the city sticking to their own
groups and not really communicating with people
who came there mostly to put some effort in and
not just having fun. It was also intriguing to see
that there is one person who seemed to most of us,
the kind of person who wants to have things under
control by himself and not really sharing ideas and
information with the rest of us. So practically we
had no clue of what was going on or what was
going to happen....we only knew some names of
some bands who were going to arrive, we could

hear people from the local scene arguing over
matters of sleeping places and food for the
bands....but that was about it.....so finally the first
night of the festival was about to start and we had
no other options but just to sit beside and choosing
between enjoying the bands and�.nothing else.
The second day was just like the one
before....nothing really happening just some
concerts.

It was again considered a "success", for the
organizer(/s?) as well as for those who came to see
the bands playing. Hundreds of punks from all over
romania (probably all of them) gathered to
celebrate the great festival taking place there, to
see bands they were dreaming of seeing
performing on stage one day...of course it was
something great. And they did celebrate it: great
amounts of alcohol running everywhere,
destroying the toilets, making
sexist/homophobic/racist jokes and comments
(and no one questioning their political not correct
content, because everybody is a friend of
somebody else), playing the macho pogo and
pushing girls to the sides, grabbing girls and so
on...

I am a woman and I have been struggling with
few other activists living in romania to build up an
anarcha-feminist structure in order to bring some
critical perspectives on what was actually going on
in this scene, a scene which was not really defined
as a concept, but still, everybody was feeling as a
part of it whether if for some it was the d.i.y.
scene, for others the hardcore-punk scene, for
others the alternative (autonomous), the
antifascist or whatever....it was still the only
"space" where we were able to try and put our
ideas into practice, to build up a resistance to the
oppressive structures of the system.

I almost never met support from the scene,
almost never got understood, sometimes not even
heard, sometimes patronized, sometimes made
fun of my expressed ideas...when we finally got
together as a collective, and also got some support
from some people who didn't want to take part in
it, but at least sympathized with our position, we
(especially the ones from the collective) were
quickly labelled as crazy extremist bitches,
intolerant and dull characters who don't know how
to take jokes, exaggerating all the time and
spoiling all the fun. 

Back to the festival it was an even greater
disappointment than last year for those of us who
imagined that we can make it better, "together".
We kind of had the impression that the organizers,
even if they chose to do it this way again, they had
also some disappointment in their voice and we
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again hoped for a better third edition. 
Although we were afraid of facing a déjà-vu

one more time, some people decided to take part
in the third edition and hoped again for "better".
The same things were re-happening over and
over again. I ran into a poster on the door of the
place hosting the festival. It was a poster of a
romanian band who was going to perform that
night. Bellow the name of the band it was
ostentatious written "male fronted punk". I found
it offensively mocking those bands who are grrrl-
fronted bands, not only just because of what was
written on the poster, but because I knew this
band before and that it has a strong sexist
message in their lyrics, as well as in their
merchandising and not surprisingly in their daily
attitudes out of the stage... Unfortunately this
opinion was shared by very few other people.
Questioning the presence of this band in such a
festival we asked the organizers to discuss about
it. As most of the people didn't have a critical
viewpoint on the band's message and behaviour,
it was argued back stage for hours what was
wrong with this band and why are we trying to
push things to extremes, again? The organizers
decided to let the band play anyways, even if the
band did not agree to discuss with us about the
sexist ideas we believed they were laying in their
message. We had though an argument at their
merchandise table over the buttons they were
selling with words like "girls are stupid" - which
nobody found this upsetting since "it was
balanced" by another button saying "boys are
stupid" - another one was picturing a girl on her
knees sucking a horse dick and written on top:
"love animals"...and many others. Just before the
band was supposed to play some people got on
the stage and made an anti-racist and anti-sexist
statement, asking people to take action against
this kind of attitudes and messages that might be
met around, during this festival. It seemed that
none really cared about this as the band played,
mocked the ones who were trying to challenge for
a debate over the sexism we said they were
promoting in various ways....and people had a lot
of fun, they enjoy their music, as it goes very well
with beer.... 

Huge disappointment added to the ones we've
experienced before related to this festival in
particular but to the "scene" in general as well.
Some of us realized then, that there was no way
to try and make it better, as long as the
organizers are holding back information regarding
the process of organizing the festival and we had
to face the status-quo unchallenged repeatedly,
as long as people just want to have fun, and close
their eyes, ears and minds when it comes to more
serious matters and issues, as long as they are
bothered by any attempt of political or critical
approach of how people are acting or/and
speaking, as long as they have no whish in
changing anything. "Us" is now clearly divided.
The (very few) people who wanted "something
else" are not willing to put their efforts and invest

their time, energy, resources and feelings
anymore on this kind of events, but rather build
something different, the way we want it. 

We were not willing to take part in this festival
any longer. The fourth edition was organized in
Bucharest due to many aspects mainly
considering different kinds of resources. It was
intended to take place in the same time some
political actions were planned to happen and
activists from many countries were supposed to
gather for "Disrupted Action Days against NATO
Summit" (which was hosted in Bucharest 2-4 april
2008). As an individual, but also as part of a
collective, I was involved in the political actions,
and invested for months most of my time, energy,
experience, emotions and everything that goes
with activism. Because of this, I strongly felt that
this festival should not be mixed with the actions,
it had absolutely nothing in common, moreover I
thought it would only disturb and mess up
everything. An opinion shared as well by the rest
of the team. So people involved in organizing the
actions didn't agree in sharing the same space
with the festival, not in the same time, but rather
to let the festival use the space (which was rented
for the gathering), after the actions would have
been over. This way those people who were
interested in this kind of happening could stay
longer and enjoy it. Some months before, it was
quite clear for the both sides that the two things
are not really related to each other, as a
consequence of the fact the people from the
festival when advertising their event were calling
for joining the festival, but not mentioning at all
anything about the political actions. It was not
even supposed to take place in the same space,
at least this was the idea some months before.
The organizers of the festival had different
reasons to keep it in Bucharest this time,
probably mostly because they were taking into
consideration the fact that a great number of
activists are going to be there at that moment so
the participation to the festival would also be
high, and then again to perceive it as a "success".
Another aspect might have been the lack of a
space for the fest this time in the former city, and
so a great deal of all these aspects (if not all of
them) regarding organizing such an event like:
finding the space, organizing the line-up, the food
and the sleeping places for the bands and so on,
was handed over to the local "scene" (or rather
the circle of "buddies" from the "scene") in
Bucharest. Things didn't really go in a good
direction, as for different reasons, the local scene
was not able to take care of these organizing
aspects. So just 2-3 weeks before the organizers
of the festival found themselves in a quite difficult
situation, bands were invited and nothing was set
up. And so the only option was to contact the
people involved in the political actions, who
already had a rented space. The disturbing thing
is that they chose to contact just when they
realized they are in front of a "not so easy to
solve" problem, so the way they did it was not on
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a collaboration level, but approaching in private
making use of some sort of previous friendships
and taking advantage of a supposed mutuality that
might come out of this relation, counting on a
supposed solidarity since we all are "activists". As
it was not a first-time experience with these
people, personally I was disgusted to see again
and again how people are trying to use other
people, contacting only when they are in a stressful
situation, only when they need something from
their contacts, but never supporting or joining
them, and in fact rather trying to boycott and
intimidate any initiative that might not praise them
or bring them any fame (as it was the case of an
anarcha-feminist festival for example). 

After some discussions it was still decided to
make the festival one day after the actions were
over, although it was a small compromise. There
were some conditions though mentioned from the
action people, such as people from the festival
should take care of organizing the room for the
concert, making the door, the security during the
concert regarding not allowing access inside to
people who might endanger the rest, avoiding a
possible fascist or police attack, clean up the space
after the concert was over, sharing the expenses
for the electricity, assuming responsibility for the
eventual fines and so on. (In the end they were not
respected, probably not even taken into account).
The festival organizers largely accepted these
conditions, except that they wanted by all means
the concert to take place on Friday, the last day of
the actions, since the bands were already booked
for that day and couldn't reschedule their tours. In
the end they kind of got the idea that we are not
going to agree for Friday so we wished them good
luck in finding another location. There was no
answer�

When I got to the convergence space it was
announced that everything is settled with the
festival, to take place on the last day, although
there was no agreement between the two parts. It
was decided just by a minor part from the "action
team", without any previous discussion with the
rest of us�completely ignoring the decision. Facing
an already established fact, I decided to leave in
the last day, when the festival was going to
happen. I just didn't want to take part, support or
even watch from aside this happening, I already
knew what was going to happen over there. It was
the same things just like all the years before. There
were even allowed in some persons who if they
were not from ultra-nationalist groups at least they
had quite some personal connections with them
and so endangering people inside. Several times it
was shouted in the room that a fascist attack is
about to be happening. Women were "wisely"
advised to stay quietly inside, while the great
warriors were handling the danger; some women
who are not fitting to these gender roles and are
defending themselves and fighting side by side
with men, found themselves forced in this passive
position since their access to weapons was
blocked, whether because all men took the

weapons, or men didn't want to share them, even
if they had two or more. There was no fascist
attack in the end and this was just because of the
secret police surveying the convergence space,
who were also having under watchful eye the
"other side". There were only these several
rumours and diversions started probably by those
people who shouldn't have been inside because of
their close connection to different extremist
groups; and who probably wanted to have some
fun seeing people in panic. There were though
many inner fights started by some of those  who
gained a sort of super-powers as "side effects" of
alcohol.

The "collateral damage" unfortunately included
an innocent being as well. When people started to
arrive at the space for the political actions, they
ran into a stray dog traumatized by previous
human cruelty and ignorance just like other
thousands of stray dogs running on the streets of
Romania. People took care of him and after two
days, the dog gained some strength and some
trust in people. Everybody was taking care of him
and was found of him. The night of the concert he
was again the subject of human cruelty and
ignorance, some people or somebody broke one of
his legs; intentionally or not, it has no relevance,
as the dog was left behind like this after all people
went away from the space.

"Drugs" was another problem. Those people
who came to the space for the actions, but most of
all those rented the space, have put themselves in
danger by assuming a great risk when putting their
names on a renting contract for such an event
(referring of course to the political actions - an
event that would not be welcomed by the
Romanian authorities at any given time, not just
this one here). So for this reason there was a point
mentioned in the call out regarding consuming
and/or bringing/having any sort of drugs (not only
the strong ones, but even for consuming marijuana
Romania has one of the most rigidly incriminating
legislations in Europe). In order to avoid any
aspect that might bring additional problems to
people it was decided that drugs should stay out of
this space. And this was another aspect infringed.
Besides the pills that were going on around at
some point, dozens of syringes were found later in
the toilets and around them.   

The facts presented here regarding this fourth
edition of the festival are impressions that I
gathered after talking with some of the people who
attended it. They may or may not be twisted or
distorted. But my previous personal experiences
with this festival, had a strong impact giving me
enough reasons to not support it any longer and in
any given way. It is simply against my beliefs, my
ideas and in contradiction with what I am fighting
for.   

A love letter straight from our heart. 

Colectivul LoveKills
Contact: lovekills@riseup.net
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Your Silence

Will Not

Protect You
-

Autonomy

takes

responsibility 

by Alex
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Romania's Supreme Defense Council (CSAT)
raised the national terrorist alert level on March
25th 2008, a week before the NATO Summit in
Bucharest, at the proposal of the Romanian
Intelligence Service. The NATO Summit took place
in Bucharest from April 2nd till 4th 2008, with the
enlargement, operations in Afghanistan and
Kosovo as its main topics.

Many protesters from outside the country have
been denied entry at the Romanian border. So also
myself and the whole anti-militarist / anti-nato
infotour we had been doing for weeks. Many have
been outraged by this. Calling it a blow against the
Romanian constitutional right of free speech,
against the European right of free movement and
a blow to democracy in Romania, or even better a
fall back into 'good old totalitarian times'. Actually
it surprises me that you are surprised. Welcome to
the real world. 

Of course I don't want to equalize my own

Romanian border experiences during this April with
other people's experience. It makes a difference, if
I have a 'German ID' in my pocket. Even if I oppose
states, it is clear to me how deadly and threatening
state borders are for many people. And it is clear
that I am automatically in a more privileged
position, according to my own ID than many other
people. Also being regarded as 'anarchist leader'
for the NATO counter summit, by the border
controls, the Romanian intelligence service and so
on, my fuckin ID makes a difference. For example,
when being held for up to 20 hrs at the first time
of entry at the Romanian border and repeatedly
interrogated by Romanian Intelligence Service
during the night, their own perception of my
national background makes a difference in how
they treat me. It's not so much the question of
myself not accepting their presumed authority over
me, but rather their assumption that they cannot
get away with every treatment in my case. The
same for example, when we tried to enter a second
time over another Romanian border point a few

Dedicated to all those denied the freedom to move and the freedom to stay.



days later, by than already put on a national and
international alert list. After being denied entry
again and deportation back into Bulgaria, we
decided to carry out our protest by setting up a
'no border / anti-NATO' camp right at the check
points. Because anyway, I might have to accept
the fact that the Romanian authorities have in
that very moment the power to expel me and
keep me away from the counter summit, by
means every state uses to hold down resistance,
but they don't have the power over myself, my
non-acceptance of their assumed authority, my
protest and disagreement. And I can try to
express this everyday in my life, it doesn't matter
in which spot I am exactly locally. But still, there
is a difference, when being interrogated again by
national and/or local police, because of making a
political protest camp. It might make the
difference of 'just' being threatened and
intimidated by police somewhere in 'no mans
land' at the Bulgarian-Romanian border in the
middle of the night, or brutally beaten bloody,
when nobody there can hear you scream.  

Of course it makes a difference and determines
maybe the risks you are willing to take. After all,
violence, or the threat of violence or harm, is a
key means by which individual autonomy is
destroyed and restricted. Around the world the
word 'terrorism' is used indiscriminately by
politicians, police, or media with the intention of
arousing hostility to any phenomenon of
resistance.  Well in general it is important to
acknowledge that the state is constantly involved
in trying to prevent the expression of political
opinions by the threat of slander, harassment or
disruption. Much activity of the state falls under
this kind of intimidation. This is not a blow against
democracy, it is exactly what democracy based on
a state looks like. So indeed there has been a
state surveillance of anti-militarist and anarchist
activities during the NATO summit. But it would
be stupid to think that there has been none before
and will be none afterwards. Also it's not
restricted to the Romanian state or activist scene.
Just to give you a few examples: Soon after we
got the first police visit at our no border / anti-
NATO camp, the Bulgarian police started to raid a
place of Bulgarian activists and monitored their as
well as others activities more closely. I don't want
to go into all the little incidents of state
intimidation or harassment, which accumulated
for us, after being back in Germoney. It doesn't
matter so much. But what matters is the
preparedness for this, the context you see it in
and the collective structures you are involved.
Mutual aid, collective discussions and activities
are an opportunity to mix and grow, share, learn
and become empowered - especially in terms of
anti-repression.

The desire for political freedom and personal
autonomy is fundamental to many people.
Historically, countless family, religious, political,
military systems have manipulated people and

taken much of their freedom away.  Eventually, in
some systems people regain some of their lost
freedom. But freedom is somewhat different than
autonomy. Freedom is what someone or some
state authority let's you have. Autonomy is a
personal dynamic that enables you to mature,
take responsibility and bring your own
emancipation. Freedom describes the absence of
chains for example a government can use to
restrict a person. But autonomy functions to
discover how to survive, find happiness, and fulfill
one's own potential. There is a difference between
both terms.

� the LOST battle � 

If I talk about autonomy, I don't mean
'unaccountability', like 'I can do whatever I want
because I'm autonomous'. Autonomy doesn't
mean for me being separated from each other, it
means self-organising, self-management, self-
activity. But autonomy indicates a level of inter-
dependence. So the focus is not solely on my own
freedom and autonomy to make my own
decisions, but also on deciding in a way which
shows consideration for others. Autonomy is
integral to self-esteem, self-determination, self-
actualization. Autonomy takes responsibility.

During the whole anti-NATO mobilization for
over a half year, I believed in the capacity of all
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involved activists to self-organize around the
autonomous mobilization and form networks of
solidarity. I guess I've been mistaken. At a certain
moment I felt that I have been suddenly moved to
a position where I have the major influence on the
actions of the whole mobilization. Means to occupy
a position within the mobilization that has a large
part in determining where it moves. 

In my opinion resistance should be a self-
directed and face-to-face effort of communities, in
which people draw support and inspiration
horizontally from each other rather than depending
on a charismatic figurehead. 

We should be clear, even if we try to establish
horizontalism and sitting in a circle during
meetings, there are clearly power-inequalities.
There are observable situations where some
activists consistently have a larger personal
presence, more frequently initiate actions and
projects, assume positions of responsibility, and
speak and get listened to more than others. 

But it needs to be emphasised, that the question
who has disproportionate power and why is
conceptually separate from what power is and how
it is exercised.

The habits and perspectives that accompany
hierarchical social arrangements in society today,
do not automatically disappear as one gets
involved in the autonomous scene. Many drift into
modes of behaviour that is decidedly authoritarian,
the leaders AND the followers. 

I had the imagination of power not to command,
but to suggest and be listened to, to begin
something and see it happen. What was wrong was
to assume that all people in the mobilization are
equally empowered. So having a leading influence
may not be a problem as such, but it's rather the
connection to equality in access to that influence,
and by this also the distribution and multiplication
of 'leadership' over time. 

Those who don't have much influence can begin
to consider whether they want it and how to get it.
In this process, those who have an unequal share
of power are called upon to exercise responsible
leadership. Means instead of using skills,
knowledge, information and experience to
barricade oneself in a position of power, we share
them, try to spread them as widely as possible
among others. So people are called upon
redistributing. Seeing different levels of
responsibility as stepping stones to help people get
concrete things done, to build their involvement, to
increase their sense of what they are capable of
and to develop the skills necessary. This is also
about encouragement, recognizing that people
frequently carry enormous insecurities about being
good enough, having enough experience, having
anything worth while to say and doubting that
anyone thinks they're capable enough. 

Concrete resources are for example money,
space, logistical equipment and publicity. Not
manifest resources can be divided into
unspecialised (time, commitment, personality
characteristics like articulation and confidence) and
specialised (expertise, access to networks, status
and publicity within the movement). 

Some resources are zero sum resources, means
the possession/use of a resource by one person
prevents/excludes another person from doing the
same, like using a van at the same time. Voluntary
redistribution in this case, could be sharing and
collectivising. 

As for commitment, like the willingness to take
risks or entertain inconvenience, it is at least to
some degree shaped by personal circumstances,
like one's age, biography, experiences and so on.
The point about commitment is, that it is harder to
duplicate than skills and access to networks. So are
energy as well as personal resources like
confidence, articulation. But they are not even
stable resources for a given individual - it changes
with one's priorities and circumstances, or with
conditions like health, mood and disposition. 

But what if there is an equal access to influence
- when everyone can, if they want to, contribute in
a genuinely equal way to defining the direction of
the mobilization, to the making of collective
decisions, and more generally to changing their
little world. And they don't do it`?

I've been thinking about silence lately. How we
use silence to protect ourselves. How we use
silence to maintain the status quo. How we use
silence to express indifference. How we use silence
because it's easier than taking a risk. How silence
becomes just another expression of laziness. I
have always interpreted silence as indifference or
disdain. Being banished from a group of people by
silence is how we are forced back into line, like it
happens very often in family structures. And as we
use silence in our private interactions, it
extrapolates out to the larger world and becomes a
way of life. Not speaking. Not asking. Passivity that
comes from simple indifference and laziness.

But passivity and silence is also accompanied by
an ever bigger growing gap in access to resources,
discussions and decision-making in a movement -
it feeds hierarchy. Well even in autonomous
groups, hierarchies can depend on comfort:
comfort with familiar patterns of relationships.
Hierarchy really can be comfortable - it appeals to
the CHILD in us and is easier than alternatives that
demand an adult, independent stance.

Anyway this kind of silence stops everything
cold. It chills the soul. It destroys relationships. It
serves no purpose. It allows things to go on that
should never go on. And the fear and the silence of
many, make it possible for the violence to
continue. Silence born of laziness, can also easily
become silence based on fear.
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There can be of course a positive silence, the
kind of silence that is based on trust. Certain things
that don't need to be said, because it's all been
said before and is an internalized part of the
relationship. But that takes time and it takes a
level of comfort.

I see the formation of collectives and affinity
groups as one of the best ways to create the
necessary bridges between the society we live in
today and the trust we are working on to build. It
also involves keeping collectives alive and thriving.

But to come back
to my concrete
example: The anti-
NATO mobilization
was in the very
beginning being
pushed and carried
by a variety of
people, but after a
couple of months
most of the energy
and enthusiasm into
functioning and
maintaining it until
the upcoming
counter-summit, was
only put forward by a
handful of people.
The rest have rather
chosen to become a
bunch of passive
individuals (with rare
and rather periodical
and mostly
u n p r o d u c t i v e
exceptions). Well
some people had
rather blurry or
diffuse concepts
about autonomous
mobilization. Some
agreed in the
beginning to take
over certain tasks, yet almost never took any
initiative on their own. The most self-responsible
approach came mainly from those, being active in
a working collective (which is a rare occasion in
Romania). 

Unfortunately none existing in Bucharest, where
the counter summit was going to take place, didn't
make things easier. After months of delay, silence
on mailing-lists by the most and some pseudo-
radicals putting hard-core critic of the
circumstances, but at the same time not even
trying to face these problems, but rather clean
their own hands and went back into their clique of
friends. 

The freshly build structure in the capital
collapsed and people even took the stance not to
host a counter summit anymore, because

everybody is too busy with personal matters (well
given the fact that the international mobilization
was already running since a half year). At the end
just leaving in the supposed to be collective
mobilization the spirit of 'mistrust', 'deep conflict',
'ongoing destruction', 'paternalistic attitudes' and a
'non political character'. Still a couple of individuals
agreed to help with stuff, so at least a place could
be found for the counter summit. Meanwhile the
tasks of international mobilization, solidarity
actions, raising money, call outs, development of
material and translation into different languages,

gathering of
exhibitions, films,
books, workshops for
the counter-summit
was carried out
entirely by people
not being physically
present at this time
in the area where the
c o u n t e r - s u m m i t
should later take
place. Besides this
only one collective
from Romania kept
carrying on a huge
workload. While the
discussions for the
upcoming counter
summit, where
shared with the
people active in the
a u t o n o m o u s
mobilization from
beginning, over
existing mailing-lists,
they didn't take part.
Still for whatever
reasons, some felt
like being part of it.
Even if they didn't
care to take part in
the discussion and
setting up, when a
place was found a

few individual people turned up again to help. 

In a certain sense this is the positive value of
'leadership' - anyone who has sufficient motivation
and commitment, will likely become part of the
multifaceted, de facto, and ever-changing
'leadership' within a non-hierarchical scene. But
this kind of 'leadership' has as it's very centre, the
ideas of voluntarism, temporariness and rotation.
But what happens if the collective structures are
missing to effectively recall on 'so-called or self-
proclaimed leaders', when the people feel it's
rather an exercise of power? This positive sense of
'leadership' is determined in great measures by
personal affinity, close mutual knowledge and
trust. Something that was not possible to
establish, due to the silence of the majority of the
people for the most part of the mobilization. 
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Irresponsible autonomy or 'leadership' gives rise
easily to cliques of friends, which diminishes the
collective decision-making of those outside them,
with much of the decisions happening behind the
scenes through mobile phone conversations or in
informal meetings. People who are friends form
kind of a structure, where it is can become hard to
break into, if you are not assumed to bring some
kind of fame or glory. 

That something in the structure was rotten
became very visible to me, when I heard that
people are leaving the place of the counter-summit
(before it had even started), because our anti-
NATO infotour was not able to cross the border into
Romania and take part in the preparation on the
site. Or when I heard that people from other
countries decided not to go for the counter-summit
anymore, as we where not able to be present to
organize it. What happened to the idea of D.I.Y.?
What, could it be that it involves too much
responsibility for yourself? In this case, I
specifically think it lead to the reproduction of
hierarchical relationships, elitist assumptions about
people, knowledge and traditions within initially or
potentially autonomous activities. In this sense,
the state is EVERYWHERE � damn-near. But so are
still FREE ACTIVITIES, and in many cases both
exist in crazy and conflicting ways, side by side
within people, communities, collectives and
personalities.

Reviewing one's life over and over again has
come to be a very necessary practice. You read,
you learn; you experience, you learn; you reflect
on it all, you learn and hopefully grow or move
beyond where you'd just arrived. It's important to
reflect on experience and analyze it from as many
different angles as possible. Or at the least be open
to more than just one point of view (which is like
being stuck on stupid). 

No matter how big the importance of this project
was for me politically, I cannot go on reproducing
all these inequalities and fucked up behaviours.
From my perspective, there has not been a
thorough reflection and analyse of personal and
collective responsibilities in the mobilization and
the counter-summit, as well as there absence. The
whole discussion became already during the
counter-summit - as the state repression rose - a
kind of tunnel-vision of perception, leading away
from mistakes that have been done in regard to
anti-repression work, or even the total neglect of
it. It's easier to create a scapegoat - spreading the
gossip that XY is an informer, and by this targeting
somebody who is not an 'established' person in the
autonomous scene, but carried out many tasks in
the final mobilization, as others preferred to go
after their private matters. Besides this, there have
been also a couple of attempts to slander an entire
Romanian collective, by spreading the rumour over
international e-mail lists, that they gave
information about international protesters and
their routes towards the counter-summit to the

Romanian Intelligence Service  over international
e-mail lists. Well, the collective is much more
known in the autonomous scene than XY and it was
more easily assumed that the rumours where false.

There are many people who bring a heavy load
of pain to others because their aspirations are not
joined with what autonomy really is; the
unleashing of competence and relatedness. I
understand gossip as the spreading of dust and
misinformation, as through excited discussion of a
scandal, like XY is an informer. I see gossip also as
hurtful and socially unproductive - it's kind of
backbiting. Gossip can serve as a form of passive
aggression, as a tool to isolate and harm others.
And in the case of XY it did very well. 

Most people at the counter-summit heard
something about an informer through the
grapevine, means they learned of it informally and
unofficially through gossip and rumour. Some
consequences where the erosion of trust, increased
anxiety among people as rumours circulate without
any clear information as to what is fact and what
isn't. While the scandal got widely publicized, taken
back home to the local communities with all the
foreign protesters, it remains the question if it is
based on reality. Many things that have been said
about XY are misinformation, means wrong or
inaccurate information, a few things are as well
disinformation, means they are intended to
mislead. For example: If I tell people that XY was
hiding guns in my place, without clarifying that
they where  requisites from theatre as well as
water guns for kids, for the purpose of making a
clowns army during the counter-summit, I
personally take a responsible part in the slander. If
I tell people that XY was driving around the site of
the counter-summit with a person in a car filming,
without clarifying that this person was already
before let into the space of the counter-summit -
by all the others - because he is a reporter and
known to somebody of the 'clique of friends', now
wanted to have a shot from the outside, asked
around and XY was the one who had a car, I
personally have to take responsibility for spreading
rumour. If I tell people that XY was the first person
to know, that the anti-NATO infotour was not able
to pass the border at the second try and well how
could he know if he is not an informer (well as I
happen to know, because I was on the infotour,
while people talking about this, where not - like
many others, that where concerned about us and
kept in contact, when we where held at Romanian
borders, interrogated or expelled, XY happened to
be the first one to call, when we where refused
entry the second time) without having the
intention of furthering a solution or clarify the
facts, I have to take the responsibility for this
slander. 

'I only told one person! I was just repeating it! I
didn't say I know for sure XY is an informer! I
didn't give his/her name!' are worthless defences.
At the end XY asked people to come together for a
meeting, to clarify their suspicions, if possible.
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Anyway, rumours are not stopped that easily, after
they started to spread around and trust cannot be
regained over night, let alone the willingness to
work on it. And don't get me wrong, I don't want
to defend the individual case of XY. I want to raise
suspicions regarding the rumours. I want to show
how easily they where created and that they
actually served a purpose and draw much attention
away from other serious issues regarding the local
scene. 

Security measures for a counter-summit like
this, cannot be set up in the last minute. What do
we see if we look away from the actual scandal?
Imagine the Romanian Intelligence Service had an
easy time, to bug personal laptops, keep phone,
mail and chat conversations under surveillance,
even months before the counter-summit. Does it
really matter, when there is no common discussion
on security measures and how to put it in practice
for a mobilization like this? 

At least, where is the reflection and analysis?
That this is not the priority became evidence in the
organizing of the so called
'No Border Festival'. I don't
want to go into details -
mainly because there is an
article from somebody else
specifically on this - but it
bears many interesting
examples of irresponsible
autonomy. But after rumours
of an informer, after a police
attack on the counter-
summit, leaving many
people hurt, and so on, how
is it possible that a few
people carry on hosting a
'punk party' at the space of
the counter-summit? First of
all it had been
communicated before that
this 'punk party' is putting
the anti-NATO protest to
much in danger, means not
opening the space of the
counter-summit for this.
Second, even if this
statement was not respected
by the organizers of the 'No
Border Festival', because the
loudest criticizers where
stuck somewhere at the
Romanian border, how could
there be no discussion of
security? Leading to an
almost non-existence of an
entrance-policy (alright
'everybody that pays gets in'
could be also seen as an
entrance-policy), no clear
emergency plan, fascists
inside the space, once again
police inside the space for

the counter summit because of public disturbance
through the �punk party�, violent fights and a
withdrawal of political activists from the counter-
summit. 

What stays after all of this, is a climate of
suspicion for many people, which makes analyzing,
learning and restructuring of collective structures
quite difficult. Because this process needs more
interaction, more joint learning, more sharing of
responsibility and above all in a structure of mutual
respect and openness.

Well I hope it is only 'a lost battle' and the need
for the building of a healthy collective will remain a
priority at the end - at least for some people. 

A final tribute goes to all the great people and
collectives we met (sometimes sadly only by
phone, due to annoying border controls) on the
infotour. You all have been truly inspiring and many
thanx for all the support. 
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Some Thoughts about the reasons to start
a project called Feminisms

by h.arta group Romania

Romania transitioned from a totalitarian system
that did not allow any critical debate, to a system
in which the right to critically judge the injustices
around us is willingly surrendered and in which we
seem to consent to another form of domination.

Before the events from December 1989, during
the totalitarian regime, the lack of action, the
passive acceptance of injustice was an unavoidable
reality of the everyday life. The system dominated
every aspect of life, going until the most private
things, so the feeling that you are powerless in
relation to your own life was the most usual state
of mind. In these conditions, whit such a
background, in the present Romania that is rapidly
becoming capitalist, it is difficult to be
conscientious of the fact that some things are
depending on each of us and it is difficult not to
believe that the dominant is inevitable. In the more
subtle domination that followed the communist
regime, it is easy to believe the fact that what we
are living now is in the nature of things, that
racism, sexism, nationalism that are constant part
of the public discourses are normal, that it is
nothing left that needs to be changed anymore,
and that all that is left for us is just to assist to the
spectacle of our own lives. 

The public space is less and less perceived as
belonging to everybody, and its rapid privatization
seems to bother only a few of us. Important
aspects for the lives of women, for instance, or of
the minority groups are rarely reflected in the
public discourse that, most often, is speaking in
only one voice. 

This is how Romania looks like, at a first glace,
in year 2008, if you stroll in its cities in which the
socialist buildings are the support for publicity
billboards that are covering them entirely; if you
mingle with the families that are spending their
week-ends in huge shopping malls (where you find
everything that you might need from restaurants
to chapels to pray in); if you watch the high school
youths that are proudly wearing their brand cloths
and their sophisticated gadgets; if you talk to the
tired men and women that work 12 hours a day for
"the good of the company" and that are slowly
loosing their belief that the salvation lays in the
market economy and that now, when we are also,
finally,  part of "Europe" everything will be fine. 

But still, beyond this gloomy image, us, that we

live in Romania now, we have the chance to
witness the ways in which one ideology is replacing
another and to understand better the mechanisms
of these ideologies. Us that we lived in three
different regimes: communism, transition,
capitalism, (or, at least, we lived the consequences
of these regimes), us that we followed the ways in
which words like "Solidarity", "Progress", "Future"
are transformed in words like "Profit",
"Competition", "Prosperity", we have the chance
that, beyond any hope for a complete and radical
"revolution", beyond any words used as sedatives,
to find methods and strategies for everyday
changes. 

Project Space

The program of the Project Space (that was part
of a broader project called Spatiul Public Bucuresti
| Public Art Bucharest 2007 ) was conceived having
in mind the need to find these strategies for a
discreet, small, constant everyday resistance. We
wanted to work with individuals and initiatives who
take responsibility and who consider that it is up to
them to make a change; different initiatives that
have in common their struggle against authority,
their willingness to take risks, and their attempt to
create the conditions necessary to think differently.
Individuals and initiatives together with whom to
build some sort of demonstration, of proof that
change is possible, that it is up to each of us to
overcome the default identities that are imposed
on us by all means (through the mass media, the
education system, etc), that it is possible to
construct your life starting from the premises of
trust and friendship. 

Project Space functioned between 15th of
September-15th of October 2007 and it had a daily
program of workshops, discussions, presentations
and performances. An archive of materials related
to the self-organized groups and NGOs involved in
the program was available to the public. The space
had different functions: open office, information
point, workshop, meeting place, library, space for
public events, starting point for interventions in the
public space of the city. 

The programme of the project Space was
structured around four modules: post-communism,
feminism, education and display, all the events
tackling at least one of these four subjects.



Feminisms project

Subjects as: the necessity to create some spaces
free of the ideology of the profit, the importance of
an attitude aware of the political significance of
everyday gestures, the relation between gender
and technology, the role of free software and open
source in promoting the freedom of information,
women as content producers in the field of culture
and technology, alternative histories of women,
non-hierarchic education, the connection between
religion and gender discrimination, the work of
women, queer identities, etc., were taken into
discussion in the module
feminism and we
considered important to
develop further these
topics and to use the
feminist perspective as a
basis for a broader
discussion about what is
relevant and about what is
visible in the public sphere.

For us Project Space was
an important experience of
collaboration, of
discovering people and
ideas that inspired,
empowered, changed us�
a project that needed to be
continued.

Feminisms project would
be such a continuation. 

We want to try to find
together more mobile and
flexible ways of
interpreting reality, more
efficient tools of
undermining the pressures
of the dominant. 

The project would have the function to bring into
public attention issues and perspectives related to
gender that are usually obscured or wrongly
presented in mainstream discourses. In the
present moment when it is a gap between the
existing structures and laws and the everyday
discriminatory attitudes and gestures; when there
is a fear of "feminism"present at all levels starting
with the "normal" people and ending up with some
of the great intellectuals: when 80% of the
population considers that religion should be
studied in public schools; when in the education
system, in the mass-media, in the mainstream
culture the models belong almost exclusively to a
patriarchal and heterosexual sphere we consider it
important to discuss about alternatives. 

As condition to the integration in the European
Union, Romania adopted a series of laws with a
gender content (the Law for Preventing and
Combating all Forms of Discrimination (2002), the
Law on Equality of Opportunity between Women
and Men (2002), the Law for Preventing and
Combating Violence in the Family (2003). The
adoption of these laws is an important step in the
struggle for gender equality. But still, the fact that

these laws where adopted on a purely legislative
level, without the appropriate institutional frame
that would put them into practice, and the fact that
their adoption was a result of external pressures
and not an outcome of the pressures made by the
civil society, by the ones whom these laws are
actually addressing, all these are diminishing the
effectiveness and the power of change of these
laws. These laws are reflecting the "democratical"
face of capitalism. Aspects with an important
gender content, such as precarity, poverty,
migration, aspects that have as a direct result
violence and discrimination, are not under the

incidence of these laws.
If you consider that you
live in a society where
all the gender issues
were successfully
normalized, then the
problems that you are
actually living are
becoming only your
personal failures,
without any general
relevance. The illusion
of normality that these
lows are creating have
an effect of
desolidarization, in the
conditions of a society
where all the facets of
life are commodified
and where living beings
and ideas are important
only if they are
contributing to the
accumulation of capital. 

An efficient
discussion about
patriarchy can be made

only if its connection to capitalism is clearly shown,
only if the network of privileges and power, on
which global capitalism is structured, is analysed.
A discussion that would not limit itself to the listing
of different forms of oppression but that would
refer also to the responsibility that each of us has
to oppose these oppressions. 

Feminisms is a tool for analysis and action.
Feminisms is a structure that brings together

different initiatives, with their different purposes
and approaches, a structure that creates a
platform for discussions, interactions, alliances, for
a multiple definition of the term "feminisms", a
definition that does not take the form of a label but
that is a mobile and flexible basis for interpreting
and for acting. 

Feminisms is an artistic project that is motivated
by our need to demonstrate that there are
alternatives, that there are efficient tools by which
a reality always seen as a monolith, all-
encompassing and unchangeable can be
questioned and transformed. Even if this
transformation is constructed out of small
gestures.
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some thoughts on our struggle
against gender roles

by saskia

Because I was born as "men" and started some
time ago, to approximate my body through
oestrogen to the "feminine" - so officially
categorized as "transsexual" - I in particular feel
the consequences of the binary gender order.

Many people, especially man, are insecure and
don't know how to react towards me. As they see
themselves as men or women und act more or less
conform within the roles, they want to treat others
also according to their gender roles and expect
that everybody else does it the some way. If
somebody doesn't want or can play a part in this
role game, like me, this person is often perceived
as exhausting and difficult. 

The state, health insurance and the rest of
society requires from transwoman (from transman
less) often, that they act exceptionally role
conform. But why should I put down my male role,
only to replace it with a new one and by this deny
myself?

To go behind gender roles, it is not enough, to
eradicate the boundaries between the genders
(through crossdressing, visible trans- and
intersexuality, etc.), even if it is an improvement.
We should try, to appreciate our sexuality and of
the others as something individual, by this each
with uniqueness, beyond any role constructs.
(Especially for anarchists, who put the individual
and not the collective in the centre, this should be
a matter of course.) 

We have to stop, to adjust us to gender norms
because of a justifiable fear of social disadvantages
(to the point of physical violence) and to try not to
treat other people according to these norms
anymore. 

The more we achieve this, the less the state and
other authorities can manipulate us over our
gender. 

And: The more people act against this gender
system und support each other against offences
and marginalization, the lesser becomes the
danger of social harm for us.



Rroma women in Eastern Europe have been
subject to forced and coerced sterilizations in
health care facilities since the fall of communism in
1989. Rroma women also often experience
physical and verbal abuse as well as segregated
health care services, showing a pattern of ethnic
bias and hatred in medical facilities.

Slovakia's official census in 2001 reported
almost 90.000 Rroma. But Minority Rights Group
International, a non-governmental organization,
estimated the number of Rroma in Slovakia at
480.000 to 520.000, or between 9 percent and 10
percent of Slovakia's population, making Rroma
the second largest minority in Slovakia.

The report "Body and Soul: Forced Sterilization
and Other Assaults on Roma Reproductive
Freedom" by the Center for Reproductive Rights is
based on 230 in-depth interviews conducted in 40
Rroma settlements in eastern Slovakia, quotes
different women saying that...

'I was in terrible pain, but I was not given any
pills, any injection. Later on, doctors came and
brought me to the operating room (for a C-section)
and there they gave me anesthesia. When I was
falling asleep, a nurse came and took my hand in
hers and with it she signed something. I do not
know what it was. I could not check because I
cannot read, I only know how to sign my name.
When I was released from the hospital, I was only
told that I would not have any more children .... I
was so healthy before, but now I have pain all the
time. Lots of infections ....'

Agata, 28, from Svinia / Slovakia

'During my second delivery in 1995, when I was
21 years old, the doctor went against my wishes
and inserted an intrauterine device (IUD) - a form
of long-term birth control. When I requested that it
be removed, my request was denied and I was
told, 'it is the law'.'

Natasa, 28, from Bystrany / Slovakia

'It was 11 p.m. when I went to the Krompachy
hospital and the doctor was there and screamed at
me, ,You fucking gypsy whore. How dare you
deliver at 12 a.m.!' He then immediately took me
upstairs, swearing continuously, and did a C-
section on me without any other explanation
When I left, they said that I will have more
children, but for six years I wait and nothing. Three

years ago, I went to get fertility treatments, to
reverse my sterilization, but the patients there
were saying that horrible things are done to us. So
I got scared and ran away. I was also scared
because I saw the doctor in the halls over there.
When he saw me, he said, 'You stinky gypsy. God
should punish you as you deserve!"

Michaela, 23, from Richnava / Slovakia

'Together with me there were other pregnant
Romani women in the room at the maternity. They
were treated like pigs, waiting to have their bellies
cut. One of them gave birth on the floor of the
room, because nobody came to help her. When the
doctor saw it, he said, 'you are a pig, so you should
give birth like a pig."

Woman from Jasov / Slovakia

'When my daughter had her first child she was
very scared and was screaming. When she was on
the table giving birth the nurse put a pillow on her
face to make her shut up.' 

Rroma woman from Ostrovany / Slovakia

The report differentiates between coerced and
forced sterilization. Coerced sterilization involved
some form of pressure and medical
misinformation; it was used to persuade the
patient to be sterilized. Forced sterilization is the
way when the patient is unaware that she had
been sterilized. The report Body and Soul identified
the cases of 140 Rroma women who where
coercively or forcibly sterilized; thirty during the
communist period and 110 since 1990. It also
found that Rroma women were forced to deliver by
Caesarean far more often than ethnic Slovaks,
which facilitates forced sterilization.

The release of the report received extensive
media attention in Slovakia and throughout Europe
and as one result police and goverment
harassment has increased, especially for Rroma
women. 

Some of the hospitals named in the report, many
of them government-run facilities, where alleged
abuses took place have provided police with lists of
women who have had sterilizations there. The
police have also interrogated women named in the
report.

"They come to the settlement, and they stand in
the middle of the settlement, and they would call

Body and Soul - forced sterilization 
of Rroma women
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out these women that they had on the list, and
they would put them in police cars and take them
to the police station."

Sterilization has a long history of abuse around
the world. It has often been proposed as a solution
to poverty. Sterilization abuse, however, can occur
on many levels. When a woman does not know she
had been sterilized or is knocked out and sterilized
against her will, this is forced sterilization in its
most common form. However, more subtle forms
of coercion or deception are often used.
Misinformation is one popular tool of abuse. This is
seen when women are not told that the operation
is permanent and irreversible, or are not counseled
about other methods of birth control.

One controversial policy towards Rroma in all of
Eastern Europe, was the sterilization of Rroma
women; especially in Czechoslovakia. The program
began in 1966 offering applicant women, who had
to be at least 35 years old and a minimum of three
children, the possibility of sterilization.

In 1986 the regulations were modified to allow
women as young as 18 years of age to be
sterilized, even if they had no children. To attract
more women, the authorities paid those women
who underwent the procedure up to 25,000
crowns.

This sterilization policy was primarily intended to
slow the rapid growth of the Rroma population,
though it was never explicitly mentioned. In
Slovakia the number of sterilized women as well as
the proportion of Rroma among them increased
from 500 a year in the early 1980s to 2,000 in
1988; and from 36% in 1987 to nearly 50% in
1989. Doctors often sterilized Rroma women
without their consent, following abortions or
Caesarean sections.

"The government will do everything to
ensure that more white children than

Romani children are born"

Lubomir Javorsky, Health Minister Kosice,
Slovakia (Oct 1995)

Today, Slovakia has one of the highest
concentrations of Rroma in Europe. The birth rate
is higher than that of any other ethnic group in
Slovakia.

Many Rroma in Slovakia live in segregated
settlements and tend to be concentrated in the
eastern part of Slovakia, however, most have been
disproportionately disadvantaged by the transition
to a market economy.

As during the Communist Era, societal unease
with the growing number of Rroma over the past

decade has urged authorities to try to limit the
birthrate of Roma. It was assumed that after the
fall of Communism, the practice of coercing Rroma
women to be sterilized had stopped. According to
Amnesty International, in 1999 Finnish nurses
already reported that Slovak Rroma asylum
seekers may have been subjected to coerced
sterilization. However, they were deported before
the matter could be investigated.

As described for Slovakia, during the Communist
period, doctors and social workers in the Czech
Republic also coerced Rroma women into agreeing
to sterilizations by means of financial incentives or
threats to cut off their welfare benefits, or simply
by threateing to take their children away. 

In 2006, the Helsinski Commission, draw
attention to the forced sterilization of Rroma
women in the Czech Republic. They introduced the
findings of a their report �Accountability and
Impunity: Investigations into Sterilization without
Informed Consent in The Czech Republic and
Slovakia�.

The investigated allegations of forced
sterilization of Rroma women found that it was not
only a problem under the former Communist
regime, but also during the post-Communist Era;
with the last of the sterilization cases been
reported in 2004. 

It concludes that 100 percent of the alleged
coercive sterilizations that have been investigated
were illegal due to a lack of informed consent. 

For the more recent cases, it is pointed out that
the sterilizations were primarily instances of
doctors recommending Caesarian delivery of
pregnant women and then exploiting that
opportunity to sterilize them after delivery, or
sterilizing them during abortions, surgery for
ectopic pregnancies, or removal of intrauterine
birth control.

There are major reasons contributing to this
abuse, for example, the population control
establishments in Slovakia and the Czech Republic,
their policies and ideologies. Also, the economic
nature in general, as well as within the health care
system. Lastly, the nature of education of Rroma
women is another important factor.

But perhaps the most pervasive influence on the
practice of sterilization abuse is the population
control ideology of countries which lends political
belief to the "scapegoat" strategy in which they try
to justify such coercive practices. Overpopulation
of the Rroma population has been used to explain
everything from stavation, to poverty, to
unemployment, and even political unrest.
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I turn on the TV to cover up the silence,
tired of hearing my own voice beting its head against the walls.

Against your walls.
�I wish I would have never met you� you said and you were right, I

broke your heart in three places to match your nose.
Somehow the only words tht make it are those that hurt the most.
Today I flipped cos the doors of the bus slammed in my face and I

cursed in all the three useless languages I know that don�t help me
get through to the world.

Outside people are walking their dogs, their kids, their dreams.
Some half a continent away my father is learning to walk in his

second-hand shoes, in his second-hand life.
I have to take out the trash, it�s starting to smell.

Today I answered �fuck off� to your �I love you� and it felt good, it
was the loudest �no� I ever said and I could practically hear the slap

across your face.
Love�s labor lost again in this never ending comedy of fuckups.

It�s too hot in here, just this long agonizing autumn that refuses to
die.

What would it take to reach out? To feel? To swallow my pride? To
stop running? 

.... useless.
Today I drank my coffee black, it didn�t help the numbness, it just

gave me a headache, I have to buy milk.
I have to learn to speak about love... but that�s a different poem.

I�m smoking the day�s one thousand cigarette, it tastes like sadness
and desire, �it smells like burned rubber�, that�s waht you always used

to say begging me to stop poisoning myself .... useless.
Another battle lost, just like make-up that damages my myopic eyes,

I#m unteachable, I know, and I can�t take things in.
I couldn�t take you in.

I chewed you for three years but I couldn�t swallow, you kept
getting stuck between my teeth, what are you going to do now that I
spit you back into the world? And how am I going to wash away your

benign taste?

Today by Andreea
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Vaginas Fight Back
Call Out from Serbia 

So dear known and unknown friends,

with the following I invite you to join in to the everlasting project with working title vaginas fight back.

So I got the idea to make certain materials which will contain stories and contacts of all femino
centers, collectives, groups (also musical, art...), also individuals who are involved in making fanzines,
pamphlets, lectures or whatever which is closely connected in improving today's position of people who
were born with vagina, all over the globe. Inspiration I got from my really inspirable surrounding, cause
here, where I live, there are not really such things and people or shall I say females don't really have
idea that such things are possible, they don't believe that we can organize and change some things at
least in our everyday lives, that we can support each other and make stronger to survive, but also fight
against everyday harassment. And I'm sick of all those dicks which are like needles in my eye! So I think
that this can be a really good start to make some initiatives and examples, cause as you all know
sometimes a good example and support are needed and they can make a big changes, sometimes you
just need to feel that you are not alone and than you get your energy back and you got it even more
and also new ideas, so its good to make a better visibility in order to prove that such things are possible.

So my idea was for u to send me presentation of your work. I want to make it really simple, really
practical, really positive, really useful, so it can be inspiring and illuminating for the ones who still live
in dark believing that the slavery life they live in presence is the same one that they will end up in the
end of it.

So I wouldn't like it too be full of moaning (although it's not like there is no real reason to do that),
but more to be in a way practical diy guide how do u do stuff that u do (and live with it :) ).

Just a small remark at the end: this doesn't refer just to the vagina persons. This is penis business as
well. Feminism is not girl's hobby. It is hand in hand fight which includes diverse tactics, and one of it,
for beginning could be like this, trying to make some start showing that although that it so fucking hurts,
it can make some fun and some improvement, and after all that's our lives that we are talking about!

So feel free to send me

contacts and materials related

to this. U can find me at 

nirdala@riseup.net

for getting to know
each other, starting

initiatives, cooperations,
actions, common fights,
having fun in anarcha-

femino world of
craziness



Striking Hand - pressure points for self-
defense

Vital, nerve, pressure or striking points are those areas that a strike will have the most effect on.
However, the efficiency depends on correct timing, bodily action and the sharpness of action with which
the blow is delivered. Pressure points are also kind of iffy as what may work really well on one may not
work as well on another. Punches and kicks work well on everyone though. The following are some of
the easiest to locate and hit.

Temple - Contrary to popular belief, the skull isn't thinner in this area: it is simply flatter. A strong
blow to this area can cause disorientation or unconsciousness but it is due to referral shock to the brain
because the strike, not to a weakness in the area. The possible reactions that an assailant may have to
a good blow in this area is as stated, disorientation (punch drunk), unconsciousness, severe pain, and
seizures and in extreme cases, death. 

Eyeball - Any strike to the eyes themselves can do lasting injury so be you do not use this target when
"playing around" with someone. It should be used only when your life is in danger or when under the
threat of serious bodily harm. Blindness, corneal scratching or tearing and other types of injuries are
possible. 

Base of nose - This is the area at the top
of the nose where it meets the forehead
between the eyes. As with other strikes and
points on the head the results are usually
due to the shock to the brain. The
advantages to using a strike to this area can
be the assailant drawing back, eyes
watering and/or swelling, bloody nose
(often a psychological plus), pain and
disorientation. 

Base of Mandible (bottom jaw) - This is a
fairly easy target to zero in on and can have
several desirable results. They can be a
simple as snapping the assailant's head
back and putting him or her off balance,
pain, clacking the jaws together and
breaking the bone or teeth and it can even
cause unconsciousness. 

Hinge of jaw - There is a cluster of nerves
that is located below each ear and at the
hinge of the jaw. These can be located very
easily by finding them first upon yourself.
Use your thumb or middle and index fingers
and GENTLY apply an increasing amount of
pressure in the area. 

Under the jaw - Directly under and behind the point of the jaw is a "V" shaped area. It also has a
cluster of nerves that can cause pain to an assailant. To find it on yourself, use your thumb to the inside
area and you fingers on the outside surface of the jaw. Squeeze and push up against the bone. 

Larynx (Adam's apple) - This is a very vulnerable area in anyone's throat. It is at the front of the
throat and many of the possible strikes can cause serious injury. Strong blows can cause difficulty
breathing, rupture of the trachea (windpipe), bleeding and even death. 

Base of throat - Like the larynx, this area is very delicate. One good thing about it though is you can
practice carefully against yourself or a sparring partner. To locate this spot, find the hollow at the base
of the throat. There is a sort of "V" notch where the collarbones come together. It is into this soft spot
you want to apply pressure. GENTLY push into it with your fingers or thumb. 

Zyphoid process and solar plexus - The zyphoid process is the small tip that extends beyond the
bottom of the breastbone into what is commonly called the breadbasket (solar plexus). If struck with
any real pressure or force it can break off and cause injury to a person. Besides the pain, there is also
the possibility of puncturing a lung. At the same time, straight in, powerful strikes can cause the
assailant to have the wind knocked out of him, pain and even be stunned. 

Inguinal area - This is the highly sensitive area of the upper, inside thigh and halfway to the knee.
There are a large number of nerves that make it an ideal area for strikes. Pinches, certain punches and
several kicks can be used to cause pain and even numbing of the leg. 
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